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There are no "knowns." There are things we know that we know. There are known 
unknowns. That is to say there are things that we now know we don't know. But there 
are also unknown unknowns. There are things we do not know we don't know. And if 
one looks throughout the history of our country and other free countries, it is the latter 
category that tend to be the difficult ones. The absence of evidence is not evidence of 
absence, or vice versa.   
Donald Rumsfeld 
Facts do not cease to exist because they are ignored.  
Aldous Huxley 
 
  
 
Abstract 
In Australia, intimate partner violence (IPV) is poorly understood, especially when it 
comes to the experiences of lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, intersex and queer 
(LGBTIQ) identifying people. Often contemporary discourse around IPV identifies the 
primary victims as heterosexual women and heterosexual men as the primary 
perpetrators. This narrative undermines opportunities for recognising all victims, 
including those from marginalised populations – LGBTIQ identifying people being one 
such group. Notably, freedom from violence is a human right that should apply to all 
people no matter their sociodemographic, or other, identifiers. Therefore, this study, 
sought to investigate the extent to which LGBTIQ inclusivity occurs within contemporary 
advocacy, print-media, policy and legislation about IPV in Australia. To do so non-grey 
and grey literature was explored within the aforementioned areas. Qualitative content 
analysis was used to organise and analyse information within advocacy, print-media, 
policy and legislative documents. Document content was then reviewed against a Human 
Rights framework. Finally, the study results were interpreted through the lens of 
Intersectionality theory. Recognising LGBTIQ-identifying victims of IPV in discourses 
present within advocacy, print-media, policy and legislative documents is not 
commonplace in Australia. Further, LGBTIQ people suffer misrepresentations across all 
facets of society which reduces police reporting and help-seeking. The findings implore 
policy-makers, criminal justice officials, police agencies and education officials to be more 
inclusive in the way they construct, communicate and engage with LGBTIQ people within 
an IPV context. LGBTIQ people should therefore be included in IPV discourses in ways 
that promote their visibility, safety and opportunities for help-seeking. To that end, 
education is key. Such education across all areas of Australian society should focus on 
  
 
inclusivity and dispelling myths and misunderstandings about who can be an IPV victim 
and who can be an IPV perpetrator. Further, education should acknowledge more readily 
to realities of intersectional identities and the additional disadvantages experienced by 
people with multiple minority identities. As this study has shown, anyone can be a victim 
or perpetrator of violence regardless of their race, ethnicity, social class, biological sex, 
gender or sexuality. 
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Chapter 1: Introduction 
Violence and abuse at the hands of one's intimate partner occurs internationally. Intimate 
partner violence (IPV) adversely affects not only sexual partners but also their 
dependents, family, and friends (Messinger 2017). Domestic violence of this nature can 
result in family breakdown and poverty, especially for women and their children 
(Richards, Letchford & Stratton 2013). Besides physical harm, victims are often 
simultaneously subjected to psychological and financial abuse (Richards, Letchford & 
Stratton 2013; Messinger 2017).  
In Australia, IPV causes more illness, disability, and deaths than any other risk 
factor for women aged 25–44 (Australian Institute of Health and Welfare, 2018). 
Research indicates that women, especially those of a minority ethnic and/or 
socioeconomic group, are at more risk for violence than their male counterparts 
(Policastro & Payne 2013). In response, legislation, policy, advocacy, and media are used 
to increase public awareness, support victims, and reduce the incidence of IPV (Messinger 
2017). In doing so, public discourses about what IPV is (and is not) as well as who are the 
typical victims and perpetrators are constructed, challenged and reconstructed (Hayes, 
Lorenz & Bell 2013). Recently, however, scholars and policymakers are questioning the 
comprehensiveness of IPV statistics as the lack of reporting from a range of marginalised 
populations is prevalent (Policastro & Payne 2013).  
Lack of reporting can result from fear of being further abused by the system, 
including victim blaming and not being believed (Hayes, Lorenz & Bell 2013). As such, 
little is known about the experiences of people who experience difficult social, political, 
and legal processes and systems – especially in Australia (Another Closet 2017). One such 
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cohort includes lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, intersex, and queer-identifying 
(LGBTIQ) people. Given the vilification, criminalisation, pathologising and exclusion 
LGBTIQ people have, and continue to face in Australia and across the world, it is not 
surprising that little is known about their experiences of IPV and its impact on their health 
and wellbeing. With a lack of reporting comes reduced understanding resulting in the 
limited provision of advocacy and support (Another Closet 2017). Notably, more needs to 
be done to support the development of trust and sense of safety in the system for LGBTIQ 
people. This gap in lived experiences and the provision of support may be the result of 
Australian discourses on IPV that may not be as inclusive of sexuality and gender diversity 
as is needed to support LGBTIQ people. To better understand Australian IPV narratives 
this thesis asks; are Australian public discourses on intimate partner violence LGBTIQ 
inclusive? 
Defining intimate partner violence 
Intimate partner violence (IPV) is defined by the World Health Organisation (WHO 
2002) as behaviours within an intimate relationship which cause physical injury, 
psychological or sexual harm to those in intimate relationships. Furman et al.  (2017) 
define IPV as a situation where one seeks to coerce, dominate, or isolate another intimate 
partner to maintain power and control throughout their relationship.  Karakurt, Smith 
and Whiting (2014, as cited in Furman et al. 2017, p.  363) explain that IPV includes 
physical, verbal, emotional, sexual, and economic exhibitions of control.  While IPV is a 
form of domestic violence (DV) the abuse occurs exclusively within intimate, usually 
sexual, relationships (Johnson 2008). Much like DV, there are serious adverse effects 
which impede on victims' ability to live a fulfilled life (McNutt & Krammer 2013). 
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Although these definitions are not inherently exclusive, there is often an assumption that 
IPV only occurs between a man and a woman in a heterosexual relationship (Messinger 
2017). Scholars note that this assumption is pervasive in most parts of the world and is 
called heteronormativity (Erbaugh 2007; Campo & Tayton 2015; Messinger 2017).  
The role of heteronormativity in constructions of IPV 
Heteronormativity is a system of constructs that promote heterosexuality as the only 
acceptable sexuality (Ball 2013). Importantly heteronormativity presents heterosexuality 
and heterosexual behaviour as the norm, the status quo, or the benchmark of intimate 
relations (Ball 2013). Reinforcing this belief is the myth that all people fall into distinct 
and mutually complementary genders (male/female-man/woman) (Butler 2004). It also 
assumes that males will be men and females will be women and that this is the natural 
and therefore preferred order of things (Butler 2004). ‘Naturally' then women will do 
what women do (e.g., become mothers, become wives, and remain subservient) while men 
will do what men do (e.g., impregnate women, have wives, remain dominant) (Butler 
1992; Rahman & Jackson 2010). Underpinning this belief is the assumption that 
attraction, sexual intimacy and ultimately marriage should only occur between members 
of the opposite sex (Rahman & Jackson 2010). One argument in support of this is the fact 
that heterosexual intercourse results in offspring. Sexual activity between same-sex 
partners is therefore unnatural and unacceptable (Rahman & Jackson 2010). In Australia, 
the campaign against same-sex marriage highlights the intensity to which these 
assumptions are held and applied (Hartcher 2017). As a result of these constructs, the 
promotion and maintenance of heteronormativity is encouraged and favoured with 
Are Australian Public Discourses on Intimate Partner Violence LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
 
15 
diverse sexualities being considered deviant and therefore undermined, vilified, and 
discriminated against (Ball 2013).  
Heteronormativity in the context of IPV can have a harmful and invalidating effect on 
LGBTIQ identifying people as it renders them invisible in popular intimate relationship 
discourses (Rahman & Jackson 2010; Ball 2013). That is, victims of IPV in popular 
narratives are most often women, and most often perpetrators are men (Kauffman 2002). 
The erasure of LGBTIQ people from IPV discourses undermines their relationships and 
their need for support when partner violence occurs (Campo & Tayton 2015).   
Understanding LGBTIQ people, IPV discourses and this Project 
LGBTIQ-identifying people include gay men, lesbian women, bisexuals, 
transgender people, intersex people, and those who feel no need to identify with a socially 
constructed gender or sexuality (Ali, Dhingra & McGarry 2016). LGBTIQ-identifying 
people are often colloquially referred to as ‘queer' – a term which has historically held 
negative connotations but has recently become a term of empowerment (Ball 2016). 
Queer people, all over the world, and indeed in Australia, continue to be defined as 
deviants who experience prejudice and discrimination (Ball 2016). The social 
construction of LGBTIQ people results in this group experiencing all types of violence, 
exclusion, and lack of acknowledgment across all areas of life (Ball 2016; Messinger 2017). 
Unsurprisingly then, the experiences and needs of LGBTIQ people who are victims, and 
perpetrators, of IPV are often ignored, undermined, and underreported (Lawson 2012). 
With this being the case it leaves one to wonder whether IPV discourses as presented by 
media, policy, legislation, and advocacy are LGBTIQ inclusive. 
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Although a specific hypothesis does not inform this thesis, some educated assumptions 
from which the thesis originated should be acknowledged. Firstly, based on extensive 
research and literature the writer believes that Western societies are to a considerable 
extent static, fixed and currently moving more towards conservative social norms and 
standards (Ball 2016; Messinger 2017). This trend within Western societies demonstrates 
an unwillingness or difficulty to embrace and implement human rights principles for 
many marginalised populations (Ayoub 2015). Paradoxically, Western societies present 
themselves as progressive while simultaneously rejecting and excluding difference and 
diversity (Ayoub 2015).  
Secondly, while LGBTIQ people are nominally accepted, societies like Australia's, 
with its patriarchal and colonialist heritage, maintain rigid frameworks of masculine 
power and feminine subservience (Ball 2016). As such, Australian society remains 
seemingly confused about and yet preoccupied with the relationships that LGBTIQ people 
choose to have (i.e., who is the man and who is the woman in the relationship, or whether 
a transgender person is, in fact, the husband or the wife). So, while LGBTIQ people are 
theoretically accepted as equal members in Australian society, heteronormative social 
paradigms result in significant gaps in advocacy and awareness about the prevalence, 
impact, and characteristics of IPV amongst LGBTIQ people.   
These epistemological and practical gaps undermine the reality of IPV as a human 
issue and instead seems to centralise an ideal victim - women - (Christie 1986) thereby 
ignoring those who do not conform to those social constructions (Ayoub 2015). This 
study, therefore, aims to acknowledge LGBTIQ people as experiencers of IPV and improve 
understandings of IPV victims and perpetrators. To do so, this thesis explores the role 
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and impact of public documents in relation to IPV and their adherence to human rights 
principles. The findings are then interpreted through the intersectionality theory. This 
project therefore seeks to highlight the futility of existing rigid frameworks and instead 
reinforce the human rights premise that people should not use gender/sexuality/sex, age, 
ethnicity, religion, and/or race to measure the validity, impact, or prevalence of violence 
towards any person in a domestic, family, or intimate setting.  
Disclaimer 
It is important to note that this study in no way seeks to minimise or undermine the fact 
that most IPV victims are indeed women – many LGBTIQ people are, of course, women. 
This thesis brings to question the ways in which IPV is socially constructed in order to 
promote and address the experiences of all women, men, and the undefined so that all 
humans have the opportunity to be protected from harm. In doing so, the writer hopes 
that this work will start conservations about acceptance and inclusivity rather than 
intolerance and division. To begin, a discussion on LGBTIQ people as a minority group 
provides context for why discourses about IPV concerning this cohort should be explored. 
Constructions about LGBTIQ People: 
Human sexuality, according to Plummer (2015), is widely diverse, but always put under 
normative control. Importantly, when sexualities fall outside socially acceptable ‘norms', 
they are sanctioned. Within Western societies the control of sexuality seems to have 
lessened over the last few decades; however, Plummer (2015) notes that control and 
desire are symbiotic as they mutually reinforce one another regardless of ones' temporal 
and geographical location. Plummer (2015, p. 143) postulates that all societies have rules 
and norms of sexuality that establish good regulations and boundaries. These factors then 
Are Australian Public Discourses on Intimate Partner Violence LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
 
18 
define the normal and pathological, thus vilifying ‘other' sexualities as deviant, and in 
some societies, criminal (Plummer 2015; White, Haines & Asquith 2017).   
Due to their perceived deviance, LGBTIQ people are likely to be constructed as 
‘other' and experience sanctions. Such sanctions include vilification, persecution, or even 
the risk of death from others and the legal system (Epprecht 2018). While this is slowly 
changing, the criminal and psychological vilification of LGBTIQ remains (Plummer 
2015). For example, LGBTIQ individuals have, and in some countries continue to, receive 
criminal punishment for engaging in consenting sexual activities (White, Haines & 
Asquith 2017). Psychologically, individuals identifying as queer have and continue to 
suffer from other peoples' assumption that they have severe mental health illness 
(Browning 2016; White, Haines & Asquith 2017). For instance, with respect to 
transpeople, recognition of one’s gender identity requires a diagnosis of gender dysphoria 
before being able to access social supports in their process of transition (Meyer 
2015).Socially, many people still hold reservations towards LGBTIQ people, and therefore 
exclude them from participation in educational settings, sport, media and a number of 
other domains – exclusion that is reinforced by discriminatory socio-political structures 
(Hartcher 2017).  
Since 1975, inclusivity and acceptance of LGBTIQ individuals have been a critical 
issue reflected in recognition of bisexuality, intensive research of HIV/AIDS, ‘allowing’ 
same-sex marriage and recognising same-sex family rights (Wailing & Roffee 2017). 
Despite this increase in social recognition, sexual and gender diversity remains vilified in 
Australia and internationally. This is evidenced by their systemic exclusion from equal 
and full participation in all areas of life (Plummer 2015; Wailing & Roffee 2017).  
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This vilification results in LGBTIQ individuals having an association with criminal 
activities like child and sexual abuse, sexual deviancy, and mental illness (White, Haines 
& Asquith 2017). Consequently, the deviance presumed of LGBTIQ people may result in 
societies failure to acknowledge and protect them from violence (Messinger 2017). It is as 
though society punishes LGBTIQ people for being different by ignoring LGBTIQ human 
rights. In this way, society seems to imply that if LGBTIQ people are inflicting violence 
upon one another, they somehow deserve it (Ekmecki 2017) so nothing should be done 
(Guadalupe-Diaz & Yglesias 2013). Moreover, this is similar to the lack of support and 
acknowledgment of the needs of people experiencing intra-ethnic group violence 
(Guadalupe-Diaz & Yglesias 2013). To better understand how social discourses about 
LGBTIQ people intersect within IPV discourses it is essential to explore the concepts and 
constructions at the nexus of LGBTIQ identification and IPV. These will be explored 
further in Chapter 2: Systematic Literature Review with a focus on LGBTIQ people's 
experiences of IPV. 
The nexus of IPV and LGBTIQ identification  
Gay men 
Within the frame of heteronormativity, IPV is understood as an offence 
perpetrated by men towards women. As such, the root causes of IPV as experienced by 
gay men has been difficult to define (Messinger 2017). Amongst heterosexual perpetrators 
of violence, causes are said to include patriarchy, misogyny, hegemonic constructions of 
masculinity and femininity, disempowerment as a result of colonisation and systemic 
oppression (Garlick 2016). Kay and Jefferies (2010) postulate that the causes of IPV 
amongst gay men are similar to those for heterosexual couples. In particular, they point 
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to Western societal expectations of performing hegemonic masculinity, hyper-masculine 
standards, and internalised homophobia. These standards assume that "in contemporary 
Western society, ‘real men' are meant to ‘fuck' women, not men" (Kay & Jefferies, 2010, 
p. 413).   
Messerschmidt (1993) also defines hegemonic masculinity as a practice which 
solidifies males in dominant positions and justifies the subordination of women, and 
other marginalised men. The traditional hegemonic male is white, highly educated, 
middle to upper class, physically superior and performs acts of bravado to substantiate 
and maintain their superiority (Garlick 2016). Hyper-masculinity is an intensified form 
of hegemonic masculinity characterised by exaggerating the male stereotype. Here, men 
perform what they believe to be the traditional roles of a hegemonic male but do so in an 
embellished manner (Messerschmidt 1993; Garlick 2016). Whereby, this emphasises 
physical strength, aggression, and sexual promiscuity (Garlick 2016).  
While these characteristics are integral to hegemonic masculinity, hyper-
masculine males may focus on promoting, securing, and reinforcing their heterosexual 
status by any means necessary – including violence (Garlick 2016). Brown and Herman 
(2015) report that gay men are just as likely to be victims of IPV as heterosexual men. 
These authors noted that heterosexual men have a 28.7% lifetime chance of becoming 
victims of partner violence while gay men have a 25.2% to 33.3% chance of experiencing 
partner violence.  
On the one hand, this variance in the statistics may stem from definitional or 
methodological differences. On the other hand, it could be that the reinforcement of 
conventional masculinity results in the internalisation of homophobic attitudes. Poon 
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(2011, as cited in Ball 2013 p. 112) insists that this internalisation is a by-product of 
societies' inability to produce balanced models of masculinity. As a result, gay men are 
forced to question and interpret their masculinity in contrast to femininity – and if they 
are not having sex with a woman, then they must be women themselves (Nowinski & 
Bowen 2012). As previously mentioned, Australian society struggles with constructions 
of masculinity which are not dichotomously defined (i.e., not compared to women) 
(Randle & Graham 2011). Consequently, someone must be the ‘woman' in a gay 
relationship and it should be the one who performs masculinity the most unconvincingly 
(Randle & Graham 2011; Nowinski & Bowen 2012).  
Internalised homophobia leads to feelings of self-hate and low self-esteem 
(Santaya & Waltera 2011).  Men who experience this may then lash out at the inability of 
the wider community to normalise their sexuality (Santaya & Walters 2011). According to 
Puckett et al. (2017) this frustration may serve as a catalyst of IPV amongst gay men. As 
such, gay men who have internalised hyper-masculine performance, an exaggerated form 
of the hegemonic heterosexual male, and thus have internalised homophobia may feel 
justified in using violence against their partner who they, and society, have constructed 
as being female – being less than (Santaya & Walters 2011; Puckett et al. 2017).  
Bisexual people 
Individuals who identify as bisexual, experience and develop physical and 
emotional attraction to both men and women (Rahman & Jackson 2010). Bisexual victims 
of IPV are more likely to experience violence at a significantly higher rate than other 
individuals (Brown & Herman 2015; Furman et al. 2017). Bisexual people are unique in 
that these IPV victims are often ostracised and excluded from heterosexual and LGBTIQ 
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communities (Watson 2014; Turrell, Brown & Herrmann 2015). As a result, bisexual 
individuals become invisible as some queer groups do not consider them to have a place 
within Queer paradigms. Simultaneously, heteronormative paradigms construct bisexual 
people as optional fence-sitters who merely want to increase their hedonistic 
opportunities (Watson 2014; Furman et al. 2017). Consequently, bisexual individuals 
experience higher rates of minority stress, external and internal biphobia or bi-negativity 
(Duke & Davidson 2009; van Lisdonk & Keuzenkamp 2017).   
Given that bisexual individuals are attracted to both men and women they may be 
at more risk of IPV than their heterosexual counterparts. In a study conducted by the 
Centres for Disease Control and Prevention in the United States, 4 in 10 lesbian women 
(43.8%), 6 in 10 bisexual women (61.1%), and 1 in 3 heterosexual women (35.0%) reported 
experiencing rape, physical violence, and/or stalking within the context of an intimate 
partner relationship at least once. In the same study, approximately 1 in 4 gay men 
(26.0%), 4 in 10 bisexual men (37.3%), and more than 1 in 4 heterosexual men (29.0%) 
reported experiencing rape, physical violence, and/or stalking by an intimate partner 
during their lifetime (Walters, Chen & Breiding 2011).  
Given these statistics bisexual people are at high risk of experiencing IPV. Further, 
it can be assumed that their risk of experiencing IPV is high given their potential to have 
more relationship options that their homosexual or heterosexual counterparts (Rahman 
& Jackson 2010). Either way, the range of relationships potentially experienced by 
bisexual people highlights the importance of acknowledging IPV as a human issue – 
instead of only a gendered issue (Duke & Davidson 2009; Brown & Hermann 2015). The 
reality of IPV as experienced by bisexual people makes one wonder if they are only 
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perceived of as victims or perpetrators when their sexuality is performed within a 
heterosexual context. How about when they are with a same-sex partner? Are they no 
longer victims of IPV? No longer perpetrators of IPV? More information is needed to 
understand better where bisexual people fit in media, policy, advocacy, and legislative 
discourses and strategies to address IPV. 
Unfortunately, information is limited. Notably, current literature often combines 
bisexual people with gay and lesbian groups, resulting in poor evidence, 
misunderstanding and misrepresentation (Campo & Tayton 2015). Moreover, the lack of 
literature articulating the experiences of bisexual individuals cannot accurately depict the 
nuanced ways this group may be subjected to IPV. Without substantial evidence to 
advocate for the needs of this group, the provision of appropriate and responsive support 
systems will remain minimal (Dysart-Gale 2010).  
Lesbian Women 
Acknowledging that women as victims of IPV are the central focus of social 
discourse and advocacy is vital. However, when both partners are female, there is limited 
recognition or advocacy to support victims of IPV (Frankland & Brown 2014; Gabbay & 
Lafontaine 2017). With little acknowledgment and support from social and legal systems, 
lesbian victims of IPV may not report (Erbaugh 2007). As a result, research pertaining to 
lesbian IPV suffers from this lack of reporting and therefore tailored service responses. 
This is in part due to a misunderstanding of the role that societal constructs and 
discourses play in IPV amongst lesbians. 
Messinger (2017) suggests that lesbians suffer from a heteronormative framework 
where IPV researchers, support services and criminal justice systems view partners as 
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heterosexual. Furthermore, assuming that sexuality is static and unchanging throughout 
the life course is problematic (Rahman & Jackson 2010) - Once heterosexual…always 
heterosexual. This construct undermines opportunities to explore and better understand 
the intersections between women's experiences of IPV and queerness thus further 
undermining the legitimacy of lesbian IPV experiences (Langenderfer-Magruder et al. 
2016a). Brown and Herman’s (2015) study on LGBT IPV suggests that 40.4% of lesbians 
experience rates of abuse throughout their lifetime compared to 32.3% of heterosexual 
women. Brown and Herman (2015) explain that this statistical variance suggests that 
sexuality is fluid and can change throughout an individual's life course as women can 
identification and heterosexual or homosexual can change several times across their life 
course.  
While physical violence may be less prevalent in lesbian relationships, victims 
experience higher rates of psychological and emotional abuse than their heterosexual 
counterparts (Ansara & Hindin 2010; Messinger 2017; Zavala 2017). Notably, addressing 
non-physical forms of violence and abuse is difficult even within heterosexual 
relationships - the result being a lack of appropriate intervention services (Zavala 2017). 
This only compounds the lesbian experiences as different or deviant as the colloquial 
understanding of IPV indicate that real violence only occurs when one experiences 
physical harm – and in particular by a man. This construction of IPV leaves many lesbians 
with no support, services, or legal recourse.  
Transgender people 
There is substantial evidence that transgender people experience the most intense 
and dehumanising forms of violence compared to other queer groups (Yerke & DeFeo 
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2016). Meyer (2015) explained that the experiences of transgender women (born as 
biological males) suffer from extreme forms of physical, psychological, and emotional 
abuse. Transgender individuals experience violence more commonly after the disclosure 
of their transitioned status or when they still look more like one sex than the other (Yerke 
& DeFeo 2016; Barrett & Sheridan 2017). Transgender people experience social violence 
and are often excluded from and ostracised within common social spaces (i.e., malls, 
bathrooms, shops, restaurants, etc.) (Meyer 2015). Meyer (2015) argues that individuals 
who fall outside the rigid gender binary not only experience violence within an intimate 
relationship, but also suffer from violence, harassment, and exclusion from the wider 
society. Again, we see that heteronormativity and hegemonic masculinity (and 
femininity) are at the core of transphobia. 
As noted, heteronormativity has a great deal of trouble with gay men given that 
they have received the classification as pseudo-women (Ball 2013). As such, societal 
sensitivities are "warranted" when a man apparently "chooses" to demean himself and 
become a woman – to become less than (Tesch & Bekerain 2015). Society then 
administers extreme punishments onto transwomen (Tesch & Bekerain 2015). So, while 
females have no choice in being female the perception of a male giving up society's 
ultimate status symbol, manhood, effectively results in becoming a nobody (Seelman 
2015). Transmen also experience higher levels of violence than their lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, or heterosexual counterparts (Brown & Herman 2015). The statistical evidence 
suggests that 27.0% to 30.0% of transmen have experienced partner violence within their 
lifetime (Brown & Herman 2015). However, given that being a man is a prized identity 
they face less vilification than transwomen (Brown & Herman 2015). Whereas, 37.0% to 
44.0% of transwomen have experienced partner violence within their lifetime.  
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 These statistics reinforce that social discourse reinforces that male-born men are 
at the top of the social hierarchy and "choosing" to be a man does not make it so (Yerke & 
DeFeo 2016). As a result, transmen are never given full social status as men and may 
suffer significant abuse because of their "not-quite-there" status (Barret & Sheridan 
2017). Meyer (2015) suggests this may result in trans individual's inability to ascribe to 
the traditional reproductive roles that gender and sexuality normative individuals can 
fulfil.  
This removal of their status as human, let alone equal, compromises their self-
concept, agency, and the right to self-determination (Langenderfer-Magruder et al. 
2016b; Yerke & DeFeo 2016; Barrett & Sheridan 2017). As transgender individuals do not 
fit the gendered binary, they experience victim blaming where their identity is constructed 
as the catalyst for the violence and repeat victimisation (Seelman 2015; Tesch & Bekerain 
2015). As a consequence, this may make them more likely to "accept" violence as part of 
their fate as a trans person (Meyer 2015; Yerke & DeFeo 2016). Consequently, of all 
LGBTIQ IPV victims, transgender individuals experience higher rates of violence and 
victim-blaming and lower rates of community support, awareness, and advocacy to seek 
assistance (Yerke & DeFeo 2016). This situation reinforces and maintains a barrier to 
equal human rights for transgender victims of IPV, and by extension societal violence, as 
they require separate consideration and assistance.   
Intersex people 
Intersex IPV victims and perpetrators are difficult to identify as many over the age 
of 30 are likely to go through life without even knowing of their intersex status (Jourian 
2015). This is because intersex people over this age were often given surgery or 
Are Australian Public Discourses on Intimate Partner Violence LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
 
27 
interventions at birth or shortly thereafter to make them aesthetically male or female 
(Butler 2004; Jourian 2015) – thus conforming to the heteronormative dichotomy of 
what a male and female body should and should not be (Butler 2004). Restrictive 
constructions compound misunderstandings of intersex people (Jourian 2015; Jones 
2018). Once called hermaphrodites, older intersex people may only come to know of their 
reproductive categorisation following medical intervention for an unrelated issue 
(Jourian 2015). Given that being intersex is a medical, and therefore social, anomaly 
intersex people may be reticent to declare themselves as such. Jourian (2015) suggests 
this presents barriers to understanding both the spectrum of intersex manifestations and 
relationship experiences.  
Despite these barriers, intersex individuals require more in-depth consideration as 
biological functions do not determine victimhood. Wilson (2013) explains that the 
experiences of intersex people are unique. For instance, while most intersex people live 
average lives, they experience domestic violence as a result of homophobia or fear of 
producing a queer subject (Wilson, 2013). Unless undergoing medical procedures to 
normalise their bodies intersex people often have experiences that mirror those of LGBTQ 
people (Jourian 2015; Jones 2018). They experience a fear of being outed as intersex, the 
pressure to conform with traditional constructions of masculinity and femininity, as well 
as punishment and physical violence if they do not conform to these ideologies (Wilson 
2013).  
Drescher (2007) notes that the classification of intersex people under the LGBTQ 
umbrella is a result of the emergence of queer theory which challenges traditional 
assumptions of femininity/masculinity or heterosexuality/homosexuality. However, 
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many intersex people do not self-identify within the LGBTQ paradigm (Drescher 2007). 
Furthermore, this presents challenges within research which often includes intersex 
people in queer discourses when they may not want to be (Drescher 2007; Wilson 2013). 
This leaves questions about their place in queer IPV research, statistics, advocacy, and 
support. As a result, there is little to no research on IPV as experienced by intersex people. 
To the writer, this reinforces the fact that IPV is a human issue which should be 
acknowledged by all that experience it – irrespective of what (or who) they have in their 
pants. 
Other Diverse Sexualities 
Diverse sexualities include individuals who elect not to identify with traditional, 
heteronormative, and binary constructions of gender and sexuality (Butler 2004). Also 
inclusive of men who only have intimate relations with men but do not identify as gay 
(Brown & Herman 2015) and women who only have intimate relations with other women 
but do not identify as lesbian (Milletich et al. 2014; Brown & Herman 2015). For many 
societies, this divergence from heteronormative frameworks, and even LGBT categories 
can be confusing and therefore met with societal resistance (Butler 1992; Katz 1996; 
Butler 2004). As with other queer groups, those who do not conform meet sanctions 
(Butler 1992). 
 Given that most societies work by being able to categorise and apply rules to those 
categories (Butler 2004; Rahman & Jackson 2010), choosing not to conform to a category 
increases one's invisibility and reduces possibilities for acknowledgement of one's needs 
(Brown & Hermann 2015). With regards to IPV support and advocacy individuals are 
socialised to understand that if one conforms, they can reap the benefits of belonging and 
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community – if one ‘chooses' to be ‘other', they will be made to suffer the consequences. 
A burden for which the queer person is expected to take responsibility (Holmes, 2011; Ball 
2013).  
The burden of responsibility 
Marginalised populations often face the undue burden of having to take 
responsibility for the abuses they face. The violence experienced by these individuals 
include "professional" (media, government agencies etc.) commentary, perpetuated in 
popular discourses, like "she should not have worn that skirt"; "he should not have 
dressed in drag"; or "how else are they supposed to learn?" Scholars acknowledge that 
comments like this place a disproportionate amount of responsibility on victims to avoid 
violence (Garland 2001; Holmes 2011; Ball 2013).  
Other scholars go further and situate these phenomena within a neo-liberalist 
paradigm. For instance, in her reflection on the queer violence prevention initiative, Safe 
Choices Support and Education Project, in the book Intimate Partner Violence in 
LGBTIQ Lives (edited by Ristock, 2011) Holmes (2011) noted that neo-liberal ideologies 
underpin current violence prevention programs for LGBTQ populations. Neoliberalism is 
a social and economic policy model which shifts publicly controlled assets to the private 
sector, for economic gain (Garland 2001). It suggests "that governments must limit 
subsidies, make reforms to tax laws in order to expand the tax base, reduce deficit 
spending, limit protectionism and open markets up to trade" (Kenton 2018, p. 1). Garland 
(2001) specifies that the emergence of neo-liberal ideologies sees state agencies "link" 
with private enterprises and community ventures to minimise the increase of crime by 
encouraging individuals to become responsible citizens.  
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Concerning LGBTIQ people, Holmes (2011) notes the dangers of this perspective 
as the neo-liberal state contributes to normative identity formation where the hegemonic 
group reproduces social exclusion. This process creates two forms of bodies, whom 
through surveillance, either accept or reject the dominant social norms to become either 
normal or abnormal bodies. To extend further Foucault (1991 as cited in Holmes 2011) 
specifies that this process is vital for societal management at a distance where people 
govern themselves. Arguably, this assumes that communities and individuals have the 
means to govern themselves effectively. That is, a neo-liberalist perspective assumes that 
individuals have the resources and capacity to control their own safety and outcomes. 
Within this framework, people who are perceived to have made ‘choices' that fail to 
conform to societal norms (i.e., being gay or dressing in drag) are expected to take more 
ownership for their safety (Holmes 2011; Ball 2013). Therefore, in order for LGBTIQ 
people to receive "tolerance", there is a higher degree of responsibility placed onto their 
person to manage their own risk, safety, and personal security. By this logic, Holmes (2011 
as cited in Ball 2013) explained that for LGBTIQ individuals to become respectable 
citizens they are burdened with a higher degree of responsibility of avoiding IPV.  
Holmes (2011) calls this extra burden of responsibility placed upon LGBTIQ people 
responsibilisation. Responsibilisation places the responsibility of criminal matters and 
protection from them onto an individual and their immediate community to prevent 
crimes from occurring (McLaughlin & Muncie 2013). The responsible citizen then takes 
measures to guard their personal security and becomes empowered to protect themselves. 
Hence, preventing IPV and protecting one's safety is the responsibility of the LGBTIQ 
person – except without the subsequent empowerment presumed by a neo-liberalist 
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paradigm. This burden of responsibility can reduce reporting of violence as LGBTIQ 
people may internalise being at fault for being a victim (Ball 2013).  
Responsibilisation is common amongst other marginalised populations who 
experience high rates of violence like sex workers (Lowthers et al. 2017), drug users 
(Orsini 2017), Indigenous people (Cuneen & Tauri 2017) and people reliant on social 
welfare (Fletcher et al. 2016) to name a few. For these marginalised groups many 
compounding factors inhibit their ability to receive fair and equal treatment as victims of 
violence. Horsley et al. (2016) state that intersectional aspects of gender, disability, 
poverty, ethnicity, and geographical location may also hinder a victim's willingness to step 
forward as they are wary of experiencing the impact of compounded discrimination. For 
LGBTIQ people, this added pressure of responsibility only reinforces that particular types 
of heterosexual relationships are acceptable – and only those who fit within those 
boundaries will receive support. Scholars note that these constructions are perpetuated 
in media, legislation, policy, and advocacy resulting in harm to LGBTIQ people (Leonard 
et al. 2008; Campo & Tayton 2015; Cannon & Buttell 2015; Morrin 2014; Ijoma 2018). 
The role of media, legislation, policy, and advocacy in IPV 
discourses 
Media 
Media outlets serve as a socialising agent, which promote sociocultural learning 
and norms, playing a vital role in identify formation (Blanco-Ruiz & Sainz-de-Baranda 
2018) Gendered stereotypes and gendered ideologies are also maintained and reinforced 
through media (Blanco-Ruiz & Sainz-de-Baranda 2018). These stereotypes influence how 
people interact with their proximal social networks and the greater society they reside in 
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(Ekmecki 2016). Estese and Webber (2017) have noted that contemporary Western media 
is "neutral" in terms of explicit messages made about LGBTIQ people. Scholars argue that 
media neutrality is strategic exclusion whereby LGBTIQ people are made invisible thus 
reinforcing their abnormality (Blanco-Ruiz & Sainz-de-Baranda 2018). 
McInroy and Craigh (2017) have highlighted messages about positive LGBTIQ role 
models is lacking within current media discourse. The lack of positive role models can be 
detrimental to emerging LGBTIQ adults. Despite this lack of positive representation, 
McInroy and Craigh (2017) insist this is changing; however, traditional media is still 
resistant in embracing LGBTIQ positivity. This traditional representation has seen 
LGBTIQ people within media discourses portrayed as villains, the heterosexual woman’s 
gay best friend, the pun of jokes, criminal deviants, mentally or physically sick and most 
often victims of violence (McInroy & Craigh 2017) Unfortunately, these representations 
may contribute to ongoing societal heteronormative discourse and homophobic 
sentiment. For example, the negative portrayal of lesbian characters in the show ‘Pretty 
Little Liars', where the main lesbian character ‘Emily', who tries to drown her future 
girlfriend (violent), is quite poor (low socioeconomic status) and, does not have the same 
opportunities as the heterosexual characters within the show (heterosexism) (Steinberg 
2017). Furthermore, media representations are also lacking in diverse representations 
such as minority populations, racial and ethnic groups, and transgendered people 
(Kizmodi et al. 2017). Consequently, this also perpetuates invisibility for these 
marginalised groups for example within Australia’s Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
and culturally and linguistically diverse LGBTIQ-identifying individuals who are hidden 
from mainstream media discourses. 
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Regarding representing victims of violence – including IPV - media outlets take a 
position which reinforces heteronormativity (Estese & Webber 2017). For example, the 
most common media representation of victims of partner violence is heterosexual white 
women (Estese & Webber 2017). Inherent within this representation is that the vast 
majority of known victims are heterosexual women who have been abused by their 
heterosexual male partners. However, there are other vulnerable and marginalised 
groups which lack equal representation from media outlets (Ekmecki 2016). Given that 
IPV is a human issue this thesis seeks to disrupt the hierarchy of victimhood that seems 
prevalent in media discourse (Elmecki 2016). To that end, this study seeks to investigate 
the extent to which print media LGBTIQ inclusive in their reporting of IPV.  
Legislation 
Societal standards, norms and instruments of control are central to the 
management of individuals within a society. Mainstream society requires that subjects 
act according to law and within the boundaries of human tolerability (Kismodi et al. 
2017). For an LGBTIQ person, this includes not drawing attention to one's queerness, or 
to, at the very least, pass as heterosexual (Wilkinson 2017). Such norms and standards 
remain upheld within Australian legislation that determines how people must live their 
lives. Historically in Western nations, and currently in many other countries, queer 
identity and behaviours has been restricted, criminalised and severely punished 
(Wilkinson 2017). In Australia, legislative instruments have been amended over time to 
acknowledge LGBTIQ people as equal and deserving of equity. For example, it took 22 
years for Australia to legalise homosexual activities between consenting adults with South 
Australia being the first state to legalise and Tasmania being the last state in 1997 
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(Kennedy 2012). However, Tasmania only did this after being found in breach of the 
Human Rights and the International Convention of Civil and Political Rights (Kennedy 
2012; Willett 2016). Moreover, homosexual punishment was more prevalent as 
homosexual sexual activity was perceived to be more scandalous, while lesbianism was 
not ever considered illegal. 
  Concerning LGBTIQ acceptance, former Prime Minister John Howard was quite 
open about his disapproval of LGBTIQ people. The former Prime Minister admitted that 
he would be disappointed if one of his children was gay and refused to send messages of 
support for the Sydney Gay and Lesbian Mardi Gras. Additionally, the former Prime 
Minister made it impossible for same-sex individuals to be legally married within 
Australia by changing the wording of the Marriage Act (1961). Prior to 2004 the Marriage 
Act had no definition of marriage which John Howard amended to indicate that marriage 
was to be "the union of a man and a woman to the exclusion of all others, voluntarily 
entered into for life". Despite being found guilty of breaching international Human Rights 
law and the International Convention of Civil and Political Rights (Warhurst 2017) the 
amendment was passed resulting in the Marriage Amendment Act (2004). Arguably, this 
was only made possible due to the bipartisan politics at play during this time.  
Conversely, the most recent example of legislation changes in Australia was the 
alteration to the Marriage Amendments (Definition and Religious Freedoms) Act 2017. 
While changes to legislation were repeatedly denied the Australian government slowly 
changed other legislative instruments to give more spousal rights and to acknowledge 
partners in same-sex relationships. For instance, Winsor (2016) notes the Australian 
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Government granted same-sex couples the right to adopt in 2004 (despite the Howard 
Liberal government voting to ban this completely).  
 However, resistance to changing the definition of marriage persisted until the final 
votes in the 2017 public plebiscite changed the traditional descriptions of marriage. While 
the public plebiscite was met with great support and resulted in changes to the Marriage 
Act, it highlighted public discourses that encourage the use of legislation to sanction 
sexuality, maintain heteronormativity and preserve traditional values (Hartcher 2017).  
While the amendment of the Marriage Act demonstrates legislative inclusivity 
scholars and advocates question the LGBTIQ-inclusivity of other legislative instruments. 
For example, while The Crimes (Domestic and Personal Violence) Act 2007 explicitly 
acknowledges heterosexual partner violence victims LGBTIQ discussion within the Act 
exists only within the context of harassment or violent acts in public domains. As such, 
the failure of this Act to explicitly acknowledge same-sex relationships or LGBTIQ people 
as spouses in intimate relationships perpetuates a heteronormative frame through which 
LGBTIQ relationships are made invisible (Wilkinson 2017).   
As discussed by Wilkinson (2017), the need to normalise all individuals' 
experiences explicitly allows for sexual autonomy and promotes the sexual rights for all 
human beings. Sexual rights for all means sexual protection for all. Legislation should and 
must ensure that all peoples' sexual rights, including protection from violence, are made 
a priority. This project seeks to explore Australian legislation to determine if it aligns with 
this human rights principle. 
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Policy 
Policies set out terms and conditions in which a company, organisation, or 
government highlights current and future directions for a particular social issue. Policy 
documentation has various forms, however, at their base level policy documents inform 
individuals, communities, and other institutions regarding a position the institution, 
organisation or agency may take. A valid policy document outlines the desired impact or 
target population, while also offering solutions to assist with a particular issue (Lamusse 
2016). Policies lay out rationale with the intent to guide decisions and strive for the best 
possible outcome for all parties concerned. 
Policies may have unintended or unforeseeable negative impacts as the 
environment; in which policy documentation exists resides within the realm of national 
and international governance. Alongside this, policy documents also seek to influence or 
manipulate particular outcomes which may contradict ideals, morals, and values – or be 
introduced contrary to popular opinion such as tax revenue increases (Dean 2012). 
Examples of inclusive policies are ones' which do not offer any discrimination, maintain 
hierarchies, or offer divisionary opinions such as inclusive educational policies which seek 
to empower all seeking an education.  
LGBTIQ-inclusivity within policy includes a minor adjustment to personal 
pronouns to represent all people better. For example, IPV victims should be referenced 
as ‘they' or ‘them'. Further, policy documents can avoid referring to victims of partner 
violence based on their gender (i.e. male offenders or female victims) as this discourse 
reinforces heteronormative ideologies. Currently, within Australia, this is not done as 
traditional understandings refer to men as offenders and women as victims, despite 
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understanding that both sexes can be victims and offenders of partner violence (Seymour 
2017). For example, the most recent policy document from the New South Wales 
Government on Domestic Violence titled ‘Family and Domestic Violence Strategy 2016-
2019' acknowledges men can be victims and reinforces that “the vast majority of women 
are victims at the hands of men” (p. 3). While this is indeed true, it does now acknowledge 
the limitations of reported statistics as they only represent one potential partner dyad. 
Policies must always strive for the advancement of all peoples' rights, regardless of their 
creed, gender, sexuality, religion, ethnicity, or race (Dean, 2012). Policies may exclude or 
control certain individuals, deny them the same rights or treatments while disregarding 
their wellbeing (Dean 2012). Given that policy informs and guides social norms, rights, 
legislation, supports and discourses a better understanding of the LGBTIQ-inclusiveness 
assists in the making of recommendations for revisions to policy and advocacy.   
Advocacy (Funding and Service Delivery) 
Advocacy is a social process of supporting a cause or proposal. Importantly, anyone can 
advocate for something they believe in (Carboy 2015). There is a plethora of advocacy 
surrounding domestic violence focused on female victims. Given that one in three women 
will be the victim of DV within their lifetime women rightly receive significant recognition 
in advocacy campaigns (AIHW 2018). However, heteronormative assumptions 
undermine the accuracy of these statistic given that the experiences of LGBTIQ-
identifying victims may not have been captured and represented (Seymour 2018). For 
example, White Ribbon has not only become a global movement but one which has 
brought the issue of domestic violence to the forefront of many areas. However, they are 
not explicitly inclusive of victims outside a heterosexual woman-heterosexual man 
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framework. As an organisation they are indeed entitled to advocate their issues, despite 
this, they also have the means, the audience and the political ‘connections' to advocate on 
behalf of all victims. Conversely, their narrative of it is a man's responsibility to stop 
violence is not only quite isolating, but it also downplays that stopping violence is 
everyone's responsibility (Seymour 2018).  
With same-sex marriage now legal Australia must ensure that all populations 
benefit from safeguards against violence, and IPV in particular. It is acknowledged that 
this requires increased funding for interventions to become inclusive of the needs of 
marginalised populations. To that end, investigating how these organisations/services 
receive funding provides insights into how their services can expand to be more inclusive 
of the LGBTIQ community. As advocacy agencies and organisations receive funding from 
various institutions, it would be more economical for existing services to expand their 
client base, instead of creating new services altogether. As established services and 
organisations are well placed to scale programming to include LGBTIQ victims.  
Enabling this expansion would address the heteronormative divide and ensure all 
victims of IPV receive the assistance they need. For victims, having access to inclusive 
services offered by existing organisations are essential. It is factors such as funding and 
inclusive services offered by major DP/IPV organisations that will put advocacy into 
practice. Yet, without research the way forward is obscured. 
Unfortunately, research within Australia surrounding LGBTIQ IPV is minimal (see 
Chapter 2). Currently, the Australian Research Council has funded four projects 
pertaining to LGBT related research over the last five years, which does not include 
DV/IPV related research (ARC 2019). As a result, vital research on the nuances of LGBTIQ 
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IPV, advocacy, public awareness, and statistical data has received zero attention (ARC 
2019). Furthermore, the National Health and Medical Research Council has not 
conducted nor provided funding for any LGBTIQ related research in this area (NHMRC 
2019). In the most recent report commissioned by the Australian Institute of Health and 
Welfare (2018), it states there is minimal data available on the experiences of LGBTIQ 
populations. Without providing vital funds needed to research this phenomenon, data 
initiatives and interventions cannot undergo development and evaluation, suggesting 
that LGBTIQ is not essential in the broader spectrum of domestic violence funding and 
awareness. Funders may think: why syphon money into such a small area of DV/IPV when 
there are more prominent family and social issues to address?  
The significance of the problem 
Resistance to LGBTIQ acceptance restricts our understanding of IPV experiences. 
As a result, the inclusiveness of IPV advocacy, legislation, policy, and media seems 
questionable (Ball 2016). Given that popular discourse constructs IPV within a binary 
heteronormative frame it then fails to appreciate that identities are made up of 
intersecting ‘categories' (Crenshaw 1995; Butler 2004; Potter 2016).  In this way, people 
are only viewed through one identity at a time while their other identities are ignored or 
even erased (Butler 2004; Potter 2016). As Hall (1998, as cited in Poon 2011, p.  102) 
suggests that discourse "defines and produces the objects of our knowledge". As such, the 
heteronormative discourse within IPV legislation, policy and advocacy restricts 
acknowledgement of LGBTIQ people (Ball 2013).  
A gap has therefore appeared within public IPV discourse which minimizes the 
visibility of LGBTIQ-identifying victims. While the aim of this study is not to minimise 
Are Australian Public Discourses on Intimate Partner Violence LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
 
40 
heterosexual women's experiences, the experiences of LGBTIQ-identifying victims needs 
public attention and a more inclusive understanding. The fundamental issue LGBTIQ-
identifying victims face is the rigid gendered binary that many advocacy agencies and 
campaigns promote (Ball 2016; Seymour 2017). Notably, popular advocacy institutions 
have the capacity to expand their position to encompass all victims, including LGBTIQ 
people. However, they may fear a lack of public engagement for doing so. Equal justice 
for all victims is currently lacking, impeding on Australia's human rights obligations and 
the welfare of all victims. To better understand the extent of heteronormativity in 
advocacy this thesis will explore the level to which LGBTIQ people receive equal 
representation within public discourse surrounding IPV.  
The lack of inclusive narratives continues to vilify, demean, and cause 
discrimination against LGBTIQ people in all areas of life. When the current rhetoric 
becomes more inclusive of LGBTIQ relationships, it will reduce their marginalisation, 
grant them agency, and make their experiences visible. This project takes a step in this 
direction by highlighting the importance of IPV as a human issue – demonstrating that in 
Australia all lives are equally valued and equally protected.  
Research aim and questions 
This project aims to explore peer reviewed literature, public facing documents and 
print media (see Chapter 3 for Methods) to determine whether Australian perspectives on 
intimate partner violence are LGBTIQ-inclusive.  To address this aim, this study asks the 
following questions: 
1. How do LGBTIQ people experience IPV as discussed in peer reviewed literature?  
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a. What role does media, advocacy, policy and legislation play in the shaping 
LGBTIQ IPV experiences and resulting discourses? 
2. How much does Australian print media, legislation, policy, and advocacy 
documents on IPV align with the principles of human rights in relation to LGBTIQ-
identifying people? 
3. Are Australian print media, legislation, policy, and advocacy documents on IPV 
representative of LGBTIQ-identifying people and how explicit is this 
representation?    
4. What role can intersectionality play in identifying and increasing the inclusion of 
LGBTIQ people in IPV discourses in print media, legislation, policy, and advocacy? 
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Chapter 2: A Systematic Review on LGBTIQ IPV 
Literature 
Violence is common experience across all demographic groups (Horsley et al. 
2016). However, some groups are subjected to more frequent instances of violence due to 
negative constructions about their identity (Barner & Carney 2011). Without the benefit 
of ‘fitting in’ within the norms of society (Bell & Naugle 2008) those who do not ‘fit’ are 
more likely to suffer from subjugation, marginalisation, and repeat victimisation 
throughout their lives (Carvalho et al. 2011; Caman et al. 2017).  For instance, Horsley et 
al. (2016) indicate that although LGBTIQ people account for eleven percent of the 
population, they are more likely to experience violence, including IPV, than any other 
group. However, the statistics surrounding LGBTIQ IPV suffer from underreporting and 
limited forms of data collection by legal and social organisations (Campo & Tayton 2015). 
This dearth of information makes it hard to investigate and address the needs of LGBTIQ 
people with regards to IPV (Campo & Tayton 2015). Ball (2013) explains that IPV within 
LGBTIQ relationships is gaining greater social recognition in areas with a high 
concentration of LGBTIQ-individuals such as in Sydney’s Inner West. There is still 
extraordinarily little known about the experiences of IPV amongst LGBTIQ people. 
However, whilst knowledge is growing in these areas, there is limited understanding of 
LGBTIQ IPV in Australia more generally (Duffy 2011; Messinger 2017).  This systematic 
literature review was strategic in its data collection and addresses the first question and 
sub-question in this thesis:  
1. How do LGBTIQ people experience IPV as discussed in peer reviewed 
literature?  
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a. What role does media, advocacy, policy and legislation play in the 
shaping LGBTIQ IPV experiences and resulting discourses? 
A Systematic Review 
A systematic review was conducted to identify peer-reviewed research that investigated 
IPV amongst LGBTIQ populations internationally and domestically (see Error! 
Reference source not found.). In particular, the review explored the role of media, 
advocacy, policy and legislation in the shaping LGBTIQ IPV experiences and resulting 
discourses.  
Search strategy 
The literature search included five electronic databases in psychology, health, and 
social sciences: PsycINFO, ProQuest Central, CINAHL, SocIndex and Infomit. The search 
for published peer reviewed literature in English was undertaken between June 2018 and 
January 2019. Following Dune, Caputi and Walker (2018) a step-by-step search strategy 
was employed (see Figure 2.1).  
A preliminary search of ProQuest Central was undertaken with the goal of 
identifying the key words contained in study titles and abstracts and ascertaining index 
terms used to describe articles. Pertinent key words were discussed, expanded, and 
refined with the primary supervisor. A second search, using all identified keywords, was 
conducted across the five databases indicated. Finally, the reference lists of all included 
studies were examined for additional literature. Details of the search strategy, including 
the search terms and combinations, are summarised in Error! Reference source not 
found..  
Are Australian Public Discourses on Intimate Partner Violence LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
 
44 
  
Are Australian Public Discourses on Intimate Partner Violence LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
 
45 
Table 0.1: Summary of inclusion/exclusion criteria and keywords 
Parameters Inclusion Exclusion Keywords 
Location International None N/A 
Language Written in English Other languages Select for English only 
Time Any None N/A 
Population 
 
 
Literature which 
discusses LGBTIQ 
people  
Literature which does not 
discuss LGBTIQ people  
(Abstract)lesbian OR gay OR 
bisexual OR trans* OR 
intersex OR queer OR LGBT* 
OR homosexual*  
Phenomena / 
Target 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Studies concerned with 
IPV and the role of 
media, advocacy, 
legislation, and policy 
Not concerned with IPV 
and the role of media, 
advocacy, legislation, and 
policy 
AND 
(Title)Intimate partner 
violence OR partner violence 
OR partner abuse OR 
psychological abuse OR 
financial abuse OR physical 
violence 
AND 
(Abstract) media OR policy 
OR legislation OR advocacy 
Study/literature 
type 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Published primary 
research including 
qualitative, 
quantitative, and 
mixed method designs 
Published literature which 
do not include qualitative, 
quantitative, and mixed 
methods of data collection 
and analysis 
N/A  
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Data synthesis  
The review analysed literature using a thematic approach developed by Thomas 
and Harden (2008) that extracted, synthesised, analysed and interpreted the findings of 
the included literature. Three steps were followed: 1) line by line coding of the results, 
discussion, and conclusion sections of the primary studies; 2) development of descriptive 
themes; and 3) generation of analytical themes towards a synthesised presentation of 
results. The first author completed a preliminary synthesis of primary data followed by a 
review and disagreement resolution with the primary supervisor. 
Results 
From the 206 potentially relevant articles identified, 22 articles were included in 
the systematic review (see Figure 2.1).   
 
Figure 2.1: Article Selection Process 
Sample (n = 21) 
The characteristics of each study are summarised in Error! Reference source 
not found.. The studies each offered different perspectives and methodological 
approaches to the study of IPV. Just over half of the studies (n=11, 53%) did not focus on 
Total number of 
literature 
identified from 
five databases (N 
=206)
Excluded (111) 
articles because 
of duplicates
Screened by title 
& abstract (95)
Excluded (72) 
because not 
relevant by title & 
abstract
Excluded (1) due 
to not containing 
information 
pertenant to the 
study
Articles included 
in the review (n = 
21)
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a specific LGBTIQ group nor did they collect primary data from LGBTIQ people. Of these 
papers 2 were literature reviews, 2 were book reviews, 2 were government reports,  1 was 
a commentary, 1 was a case study, 1 was an article from the conversation and 5 did not 
specify their article type. LGBTIQ groups were participants in the remaining 47% (n=10) 
of the papers. This included seven (31%) papers that explored the experiences of lesbians, 
four on gay men (18%), three on bisexual people (13%) and one on transpeople (4.5%)1. 
Of these studies one was a comparative study between heterosexual and lesbian, gay and 
bisexual experiences of intimate partner violence. One paper focused on counsellors’ 
experiences of service delivery to lesbian women. The vast majority of research was 
conducted in the United States (86.4%), with the remainder being from Australia (13.6%).  
Research foci and theoretical approach 
The studies primarily focused on critiquing existing literature (3), industry 
professionals’ experiences (1), comparing experiences of heterosexual and LGB 
experiences (1), LGBTIQ experiences (1) and the experiences of lesbian and bisexual 
mothers (1) (33%). With the remaining 14 studies (77%) not having a particular focus on 
any LGBTIQ group. All studies implicitly or explicitly aimed to make recommendations 
about the experiences of LGBTIQ-identifying people as victims of IPV. Only seven papers  
(33%) explicitly indicated the use of a theoretical approach to guide the research. The 
theories used were: Health belief model, Emancipatory Theory, Post-Structural Feminist 
Theory, Queer Theory and Sociology of Gender Theory, as well as, Intersectionality 
 
1 The total number or percentages of studies included may not add up to the number of papers or 100% as 
some studies included more than one of the above in their analyses. 
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Theory, Stress Process Theory, IPV and DV Theory. The remaining 14 articles (77%)did 
not explicitly state the use of theory.  
Research design and methodology  
Only seven papers indicated the use of a methodological approaches used to inform 
data collection in their article. Seven studies (33%) used quantitative methodology, using 
surveys, were the most common data collection strategy. Three studies (14%) used 
qualitative approaches, with interviews being the most common. Given the emphasis on 
quantitative methods, a variety of statistical analyses were applied including bivariate 
analysis, constant comparative method, thematic analysis, structural equation modelling, 
content analysis, and multilevel modelling. Qualitative studies used thematic or content 
analyses. Thirteen (61%) studies did not specify the analytical approach used (see Error! 
Reference source not found.). 
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Table 0.2: Characteristics of included studies 
No Authors/Year Country of 
study 
Sample/size 
 
Media, 
Legislation, 
Advocacy and 
Policy 
Type of 
Violence 
Study design/ 
data collection 
method 
Data 
Analysis 
Theoretical 
Approach 
1 Calton, Bennett-
Cattaneo & 
Gebhard 2016 
USA No 
Participants 
Legislation 
Policy 
Physical 
Psychological 
 
Literature Review Does not 
specify 
Does not specify 
2 Campo & Tayton 
2015 
Australia No 
Participants 
Media 
Legislation 
Advocacy 
Policy 
Physical 
Psychological 
 
Government 
report 
 
Does not 
specify 
Health belief model 
3 Cannon & Buttell 
2015 
USA No 
Participants 
Media 
Legislation 
Advocacy 
Policy 
Physical 
 
Does not specify Does not 
specify 
Emancipatory 
Theory 
4 Cannon, Lauve-
Moon & Buttell 
(2015) 
USA No 
Participants 
Media 
Legislation 
Advocacy 
Policy  
Physical 
Psychological 
 
Does not specify Does not 
specify 
Post-structural 
Feminism, Queer 
Theory, and the 
Sociology of Gender 
5 Carcirieri 2018 USA No 
Participants 
Policy Does not 
specify 
Book Review Does not 
specify 
Does not specify 
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No Authors/Year Country of 
study 
Sample/size 
 
Media, 
Legislation, 
Advocacy and 
Policy 
Type of 
Violence 
Study design/ 
data collection 
method 
Data 
Analysis 
Theoretical 
Approach 
6 Crumrine n.d USA No 
Participants 
Does not specify Does not 
specify 
Commentary Does not 
specify 
Does not specify 
7 Fileborn & 
Horsley 2015 
USA No 
Participants 
Policy Physical 
 
Does not specify Does not 
specify 
Does not specify  
8 Frankland & 
Brown 2013 
Australia 184 
participants 
n=105 lesbian 
women  
n=79 gay men 
Policy Physical 
Psychological 
 
Survey/ 
Quantitative 
Hierarchal 
Cluster 
Analysis 
using Wards 
Linkage 
method 
Does not specify 
9 Hill et al. 2012 USA No 
Participants 
Policy Physical 
Psychological 
 
Systematic 
Literature Review 
Does not 
specify 
Intersectionality 
Theory 
10 Ijoma 2018 USA No 
Participants 
Legislation 
Policy 
Advocacy 
Physical 
Psychological 
 
Case Study Does not 
specify  
Does not specify 
11 Leonard et al. 
2008 
Australia 390 LGBT 
Participants 
Legislation 
Advocacy 
Policy 
Physical 
Psychological 
Economical 
Survey/ 
Quantitative 
Thematic 
Analysis 
Does not specify 
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No Authors/Year Country of 
study 
Sample/size 
 
Media, 
Legislation, 
Advocacy and 
Policy 
Type of 
Violence 
Study design/ 
data collection 
method 
Data 
Analysis 
Theoretical 
Approach 
12 Mason et al. 2016 USA n=342 lesbian 
women  
Advocacy 
 
Physical 
Psychological 
 
Quantitative Structural 
equation 
modelling   
Does not specify 
13 Miller & Irvin 
2017 
USA 4,674 
Heterosexual 
participants & 
95 LGB 
participants  
Policy Physical 
Psychological 
 
Quantitative  Chi-Square 
tests and t 
tests against 
bivariate 
analysis 
The stress process 
theory 
14 Morin 2014 USA No 
Participants 
Legislation 
Advocacy 
Policy 
Physical 
Psychological 
Economical 
Does not specify Does not 
specify 
Does not specify 
15 Morrow & 
Hawxhurst 1989 
USA No 
Participants 
Advocacy 
Policy 
Physical 
Psychological 
Economical 
Does not specify Does not 
specify 
Does not specify 
16 Oswald, Fonseca 
& Hardesty 2010 
USA 22 lesbian 
mothers & 2 
bisexual 
mothers 
Advocacy 
Policy 
Physical 
Economical 
Qualitative in-
depth interviews 
20-120mins 
Descriptive 
Thematic 
Analysis 
Does not specify 
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No Authors/Year Country of 
study 
Sample/size 
 
Media, 
Legislation, 
Advocacy and 
Policy 
Type of 
Violence 
Study design/ 
data collection 
method 
Data 
Analysis 
Theoretical 
Approach 
17 Rose 2003 USA 229 lesbian 
women & 242 
gay men 
Media 
Legislation 
Advocacy 
Policy 
Physical 
Psychological 
 
Survey/ 
Quantitative 
Does not 
specify 
Does not specify 
18 Russell & 
Sturgeon 2018 
USA 273 Police 
officers 
Policy Physical 
 
Online Surveys 
with Case Studies 
Content 
analysis 
Does not specify 
19 Simpson & 
Helfrich 2005 
USA 6 Women – 
Professional 
Industry 
Experience  
Media 
Legislation 
Advocacy 
Policy 
Physical 
 
In-depth 
interviews 60-
90mins  
Constant 
Comparative 
Method 
Intimate Partner 
Violence Theory 
20 Simpson & 
Helfrich 2016 
USA 20 Black 
Lesbian 
Women 
Legislation 
Advocacy 
Policy 
Physical 
Psychological 
 
Narrative 
Interviews 
Constant 
Comparative 
Method 
Domestic Violence 
Theory 
21 Wurtzburg 2018 USA  No 
Participants 
Policy  Does not 
specify  
Book Review Does not 
specify 
Does not specify 
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Systematic Literature Review: Results & Discussion 
Following line-by-line coding of the extracted results and discussion sections from 
each individual study, nine themes emerged: Characteristics of LGBTIQ IPV Victims and 
Perpetrators; Societal Attitudes Towards LGBTIQ IPV; Institutional Barriers and 
Facilitators; Criminal Justice Approach to Reporting and Responding to LGBTIQ IPV; 
Supports Provided and Current Approaches to LGBTIQ IPV; LGBTIQ Cultural Competence; 
Public Discourse of LGBTIQ IPV in Legislation, Policy, Advocacy and Media; and Future 
Directions for LGBTIQ IPV Research. These themes, while extensive, not only capture a 
broader picture of the different ways the LGBTIQ community experience IPV, but also the 
different approaches to addressing their experience. In the interest of brevity and readability 
major findings are accompanied by only some example citations. 
Characteristics of LGBTIQ IPV Victims and Perpetrators 
Few studies presented robust data about the proportion of LGBTIQ victims across a 
range of demographic characteristics (Morin 2014; Ijoma 2018; Simpson & Helfrich 2014; 
Frankland & Brown 2014). Further, little was said about perpetrators of violence in any 
robust and specific way with regards to their demographic characteristics. It was widely noted 
within the literature that those experiencing IPV from minority groups remain hidden even 
within the LGBTIQ community (Ijoma 2018; Simpson & Helfrich 2014). This is in addition 
to the invisibility they experience from the mainstream. These individuals face barriers due 
to their race and ethnicity, geographical location, education levels, as well as their age. For 
example, black lesbian women discussed limited levels of education within their communities 
that promoted homophobic attitudes (Simpson & Helfrich 2014). These women also 
explained that because of the intersection of race, sexuality, socioeconomic status and 
education level within their communities the disclosure of their identity may also invite 
danger from the broader community (see Miller & Irvin 2017; Simpson & Helfrich 2014). As 
Are Australian Public Discourses on Intimate Partner Violence LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
 
54 
such, many lesbian women did not disclose their sexuality for fear of being ostracised from 
their social supports (Miller & Irvin 2017).  
 With regards to age, Morrin (2014) found that LGBTIQ people between the ages of 15-
29 were at particular risk of IPV as they are at an increased risk of bullying, family difficulties, 
financial instability making them not only extremely vulnerable but also hidden. Morin 
(2014) also discussed a unique lesbian experience where both victim and perpetrator can 
access the same shelter – this is more limiting for male victims as there are limited male 
shelters for DV/IPV (Morin 2014). Gay men according to Campo and Tayton (2015) have 
difficulties comprehending the violence they experience as IPV. Conversely, this may be 
reflective of the broader societies inability to acknowledge the prevalence and impact of IPV 
on men (Morin 2014). 
Transgender IPV is most brutal according to Campo and Tayton (2015) and is further 
exacerbated by systematic discrimination. Campo and Tayton (2015) found that transgender 
people may experience discrimination within the health and medical fields at higher rates 
than other populations. Several papers concurred that LGBTIQ IPV research is growing 
within the academy, however, transferable knowledge to the broader public still meets 
resistance (see Campo & Tayton 2015; Calton, Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016). A robust study of 
the experiences of bisexual people was missing in any of the included literature on the 
characteristics of IPV. Suggesting bisexual people still experience a precarious position under 
the LGBTIQ umbrella. Intersex and gender non-conforming identities were also absent from 
peer reviewed discourses. Future research should focus on these populations and their 
experiences of IPV. 
Societal Attitudes and Current Approaches to LGBTIQ IPV 
As extensively discussed in Chapter 1 above, negative societal attitudes towards 
LGBTIQ people as reported in the included literature were: transphobia, homophobia, 
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biphobia, sexism, heterosexism, and detrimental attitudes to LGBTIQ masculinity and 
femininity. In several studies the role of these attitudes on current understandings of LGBTIQ 
IPV impeded societal recognition of the diverse experiences of LGBTIQ people (see Rose 
2003; Hill et al. 2012; Frankland & Brown 2014; Calton, Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016). Notably, 
the noted societal attitudes create a gender and sexuality hierarchy which promotes 
heteronormativity within IPV public discourse.  
Heteronormativity also exists in the models used to address IPV. Several studies 
indicated that while the experiences of IPV vary greatly between heterosexual and LGBTIQ 
groups a one-size-fits-all-approach to all victims of DV, the Duluth treatment model, is most 
popular (see Cannon & Buttell 2015; Cannon, Lauve-Moon & Buttell 2015). Cannon, Lauve-
Moon and Buttell (2015) note that this approach has been under consistent criticism for its 
failure to meet the needs of LGBTIQ people, as the Duluth model reinforces pervasive 
heteronormative bias and subsequent oppression of LGBT people. The Duluth model fails 
because it assumes that heterosexual men are always the aggressor and heterosexual women 
are always the victims. Moreover, Cannon and Buttell (2015) reinforce this limiting approach 
as it does not consider other victims/offender dynamics.  
The apparent heterosexism within the Duluth model plays out in discrepancies 
between arrest patterns by police officers (e.g. Leonard et al. 2008; Russell & Sturgeon 2018) 
Notably, some police officers were more lenient towards women offenders, lesbian victims 
and offenders, as well as gay victim and offenders. However, these same police officers were 
more punitive towards offenders who were heterosexual men. Russell and Sturgeon's (2018) 
research into how police respond to IPV, indicates that police officers may be taking IPV 
perpetration by gay men and heterosexual women as a less pressing issue. It could also be 
that heteronormativity frames men as superior and aggressive while women are submissive 
and gentle. As noted in Chapter 1, the feminine construct is applied to anyone who is not a 
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heterosexual male who acts like a man. As a result, the remaining are feminine and should 
those be treated delicately.  
Another common model DV/IPV management is through feminist theory (Cannon & 
Buttell 2015). While focused on empowering women’s voices and experiences and LGBTIQ 
IPV researchers criticise the use of this theory (Cannon & Buttell 2015). Notably, some 
authors feel that feminist theory is not able to holistically explain the victim experiences of 
lesbians nor their offending behaviours. With this contradiction and those like Cannon and 
colleague (2015) indicate that feminist theory cannot adequately explain LGBTIQ IPV.  
Challenging the dominant narrative of the Duluth model, feminist theory and 
traditional understandings of victim and offender dynamics is needed. LGBTIQ IPV 
inclusivity is no small task, and to operationalise the inclusivity of this community, no 
straightforward option was put forth by the authors in these studies (e.g. Leonard et al. 2008; 
Cannon & Buttell 2015; Cannon, Lauve-Moon & Buttell 2015; Russell & Sturgeon 2018). 
However, there was a consensus among these authors that there should not be any privileging 
of sexuality as a factor which influences current approaches to IPV.  
Institutional Barriers and Facilitators  
Institutional barriers were the most significant theme to emerge from this systematic 
review. A majority of articles specify the significant barriers LGBTIQ people face including 
compounded discrimination for individuals of colour, lack of community engagement, lack 
of LGBTIQ inclusive services, reinforcement of heterosexist attitudes that promote 
heterosexual women's experiences only (see Morin 2014; Miller & Irvin 2017; Oswald, 
Fonesca & Hardesty 2010; Simpson & Helfrich 2005; Simpson & Helfrich 2014; Calton, 
Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016; Campo & Tayton 2015 & Fileborn & Horsley 2015). The literature 
suggests that this discrimination is extended to trans and intersex peoples who are 
consequently made invisible (Calton, Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016). However, the most 
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significant problem according to Campo and Tayton (2015) is societies inability to view IPV 
outside of a heterosexual framework. Poor recognition of LGBTIQ family and sexual violence 
means people face barriers to accessing the justice system and support services such as the 
police or emergency accommodation (Fileborn & Horsley 2015). These services are often 
geared solely towards the needs of heterosexual women (Fileborn & Horsley 2015). 
Socioeconomic status is another significant barrier especially for people not living in 
LGBTIQ “friendly” communities. Simpson and Helfrich (2014) note the overall lack of 
outreach to both lesbians and women living in underserved communities. Simpson and 
Helfrich (2014) found that in addition to concrete barriers, there are also societal barriers 
which hinder LGBTIQ agency. These barriers are the result of multiple layers of oppression 
within society, such as cultural and political attitudes, religious beliefs and social systems 
which all reinforce heterosexism. They further note the impact of an individual's 
socioeconomic status, sexism and racism and an individual’s disability status (see also Ijoma 
2018). Breaking down these institutional and societal barriers is not a small task that requires 
greater investigation beyond the scope of this study. However, understanding the experiences 
of people who fall outside of the heteronormative frameworks of Western society is vital to 
becoming more inclusive of LGBTIQ people and their access to services (Simpson & Helfrich 
2014; Ijoma 2018).  
Leonard and colleagues (2008) suggest that an impactful institutional facilitator is 
developing, implementing and evaluating current government funding campaigns. Further, 
ensuring these campaigns advocate on behalf of LGBTIQ people, while also challenging 
heterosexist and homophobic attitudes. Moreover, education is a pivotal facilitator to debunk 
myths such as violence amongst LGBTIQ people as being mutual, or misrepresented as a 
simple fight between friends (Morrow & Hawxhurst 1989). Several papers also reinforced the 
importance of promoting inclusive institutional access as a means of improving LGBTIQ IPV 
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equally within contemporary Western society (see Morrow & Hawxhurst 1989; Leonard et al.  
2008; Morrin 2014; Oswald, Fonesca & Hardesty 2010; Simpson & Helfrich 2005).  
Criminal Justice Approach to Reporting and Responding to LGBTIQ IPV 
Police reporting within this systematic review highlights that the LGBTIQ community 
face barriers to reporting IPV to police. While it is acknowledged there is progress in 
reporting, there is still a deep and reciprocal mistrust between the LGBTIQ community and 
police. Notably, LGBTIQ treatment within Australia and abroad is a critical barrier for 
reporting, as victims do not believe their IPV incident would be treated in the same way it 
would for their heterosexual counterparts (Campo & Tayton 2015; Leonard et al. 2008; 
Simpson & Helfrich 2014). For example, Morin (2014) found that the history of criminalised 
LGBTQ lives is still felt among within the communities today, particularly LGBTIQ people of 
colour, transgender people, youth populations, and immigrant communities. Current 
attitudes within the LGBTIQ community exacerbates the underreporting of IPV incidents, 
further impacting statistical data collection, thus restricting the legal systems 
acknowledgment of and ability to support victims (Morin 2014). Particular groups within the 
LGBTIQ paradigm including transgender and gender non-conforming individuals note they 
experience detrimental treatment from police officers (Morin 2014; Ijoma 2018). The 
included research also noted that there is still a proclivity to associate LGBTIQ people with 
sexual deviance and criminal activity (e.g. Simpson & Helfrich 2014; Leonard et al. 2008; 
Morin 2014). Thus restricting acceptance and appropriate police responses to experiences of 
violence (Morin 2014).   
Morin (2014, p. 484) suggests that “police officers are generally more likely to view 
violence between LGBTQ individuals, especially partners of the same gender, as mutual or 
consensual abuse". This attitude, as explained by Morin, is demeans progressive 
understandings of partner violence and reinforced the heteronormative beliefs held within 
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many Western nations (Leonard et al. 2008; Campo & Tayton 2015; Simpson & Helfrich 
2014). While this attitude may not be reflective of the entire police force, it may indicate a 
deep seeded attitude reflective of the current societal attitude towards LGBTIQ people 
generally (Leonard et al. 2008). Morin (2014, p. 484) also found that "many police officers 
continue to express homophobia" holding these attitudes as personal. However, in roles 
where bias is not meant to be a mitigating factor, personal biases and attitudes continue to 
influence police and the way they engage with addressing and protecting victims from 
LGBTIQ IPV (Russell & Sturgeon 2018).  
Within the LGBTIQ community, both within Australia and abroad, detrimental 
treatment has problematised the relationships between this community and the police. In an 
attempt to rectify historical policing approaches to sexuality, police forces within Australia 
have taken several steps in the right direction such as the hiring of LGBTIQ Liaison officers 
(Campo & Tayton 2015). However, there is still fear and mistrust towards the police 
(Fileborn, 2012; Parry & O’Neal, 2015). Several articles note, with varying degrees, the issues 
with current policing responses as persistently problematic (see Campo & Tayton 2015; 
Leonard et al. 2008; Russell & Sturgeon 2018; Rose 2003; Simpson & Helfrich 2014 & 
Crumrine n.d.). Campo and Tayton (2015) note that Australia has, in some states and 
territories, made attempts to bridge the gap between police bodies and the LGBTIQ 
community and LGBTIQ liaison officers, as well as support events such as pride marches and 
the Sydney Mardi Gras.   
However, research suggests that LGBTIQ communities still face significant 
discrimination and homophobic attitudes by police officers (as cited within Campo & Tayton 
2015, p. 6; Dwyer & Hotten 2009; Kay & Jefferies 2010; Fileborn 2012; Parry & O’Neal 2015). 
Fileborn (2012, as cited in Campo & Tayton 2015 p. 6) identified several further barriers to 
reporting which police need to address, such as the unwillingness to report for fear of negative 
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treatment, community alienation, not being taken seriously, and police discrimination. The 
sample of literature used in this study suggests, that while there are some positive aspects of 
police and LGBTIQ community relations there are still several areas that require attention. 
Nevertheless, this slow progression towards LGBTIQ inclusivity is reflective of broader 
societal attitudes towards IPV victim representation and requires a broader public redress, 
beyond the scope of one social institution.  
Supports Provided for LGBTIQ IPV Victims 
The location of LGBTIQ friendly supports  has a higher concentration around LGBTIQ 
enclaves (see Calton, Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016; Oswald, Fonseca & Hardesty 2010). This is 
problematic for LGBTIQ people who do not and cannot afford to reside within these areas. A 
way to increase support accessibility is by having LGBTIQ competence embedded into 
existing general services (Oswald, Fonseca & Hardesty 2010) and/or increasing individual 
service provider competency (Calton, Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016). Such a suggestion may be 
a real possibility as Calton, Cattaneo and Gebhard (2016) note that government officials have 
the power to regulate the quality of existing services within DV organisations – especially 
ones which receive state and federal funding. 
Further, this would also ensure that services are under consistent review to also meet 
LGBTIQ service delivery standards. Calton, Cattaneo and Gebhard (2016) further stress that 
in order to receive ongoing funding and governmental support, DV organisations must be 
evaluated – this includes the training they provide their support workers. Simpson and 
Helfrich (2005) also note that agencies need to take responsibility for training all staff 
members on working with LGBTIQ people. Once this occurs, existing support structures, no 
matter their location, can help LGBTIQ people even if they do not reside within LGBTIQ 
enclaves.  
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LGBTIQ Cultural Competence 
There are many intersecting ways oppression manifests both within DV agencies 
generally and from the broader cultural and political landscape. However, acknowledging the 
existence of these oppressive barriers is not enough. All of the included literature highlighted 
the importance of cultural competence as vital for all victims, not only for LGBTIQ people but 
also Aboriginal people and CALD people as well (see Oswald, Fonesca & Hardesty 2010; 
Fileborn & Horsley 2015; Cannon & Buttell 2015; Simpson & Helfrich 2014; Calton, Cattaneo 
& Gebhard 2016). Cultural competence is the ability for an individual to interact effectively 
with people whose culture may not be the same as their own. Being culturally competent 
ensures that the needs of a community are met. Russell and Sturgeon (2018) found that police 
lacked cultural competence as reflected in their treatment of LGBTIQ IPV when they 
construct and respond to lesbian and gay IPV as mutually consensual, or a simple fight 
between friends. Holding attitudes which dismiss the experiences of LGBTIQ IPV victims 
requires attention, as culturally responsive, constructive and beneficial engagement with 
LGBTIQ people across all facets of society requires improvement. A way to address this need 
is for support services and providers to become more culturally competent. Cultural 
competence also has a role in research as it ensures that samples are diverse and 
representative of a broad range of genders, sexualities and identities.   
Public Discourses on LGBTIQ IPV Legislation, Policy, Advocacy & Media 
LGBTIQ inclusion within legislation discourse is problematic within Australia and 
abroad. Currently, there appear to be areas where inclusive language is lacking, and in turn, 
create/maintain ambiguous legislation. For example, there is a significant issue with the 
framing of DV/IPV as perpetrated my men and experienced by women within a heterosexual 
relationship (see Leonard et al. 2008; Cannon & Buttell 2015; Morin 2014). 
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Contrary to current legislation many studies found that removing heteronormative 
biases eliminates the precarious position of LGBTIQ IPV victims in current DV/IPV discourse 
(see Leonard et al. 2008; Ijoma 2018; Morin 2014; Cannon & Buttell 2015; Calton, Cattaneo 
& Gebhard 2016). Challenging heteronormative understandings eliminates what some 
authors (Cannon & Buttell 2015) call the ‘illusion of inclusion’ surmised as the language 
within legislation which is vague and often left open to interpretation. Ambiguous discourse 
within some legislation invites exclusion for not only LGBTIQ people but other marginalised 
populations as well (Leonard et al. 2008; Ijoma 2018; Morin 2014). Additionally, the 
inclusion of LGBTIQ persons of colour according to Ijoma (2018) is poorly lacking. In 
particular, Ijoma (2018) cites the exclusion of black lesbian women and black trans women 
causing them to be  hidden victims. The literature stressed the impact of multiple minority 
identities on representation within legislation – a scenario which overlooks the experiences 
and voices as survivors of LGBTIQ IPV (see Calton, Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016; Ijoma 2018).  
Morin (2018) stated that to achieve legislative inclusivity, states like Vermont and 
Massachusetts in the USA have removed referencing the gender or sexuality of the partners 
in IPV legislation. Their legislation takes a gender-neutral stance to be wholly inclusive and 
by extension applies to all equally to LGBTIQ people. However, given that heteronormativity 
is the lens through which society understand IPV the lack of specifiers may serve as an erasure 
of LGBTIQ people from common understandings and applications of legislation. 
  Policy documents can offer guidance not only on who is affected by a particular issue 
but also how that issue should be addressed. The benefits of inclusive policy documentation 
include informing stakeholders, legislators, and government officials on any societal issue 
while also advocating or setting down rules and guidelines for businesses. However, LGBTIQ 
inclusive policy documents are lacking. Additionally, many policy documents use problematic 
language and terminology that is not inclusive of LGBTIQ IPV victims (Campo & Tayton 
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2015; Simpson & Helfrich 2014; Calton, Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016). This systematic review 
found common themes across publications which specify that ambiguous policies have 
created confusion, under acknowledgment and misunderstandings in policy, practice, and 
judicial response (Campo & Tayton 2015; Simpson & Helfrich 2014; Calton, Cattaneo & 
Gebhard 2016). 
To operationalise inclusive policies, Calton, Cattaneo and Gebhard (2016) suggest 
utilising human rights organisations to advocate on behalf of LGBTIQ victims of IPV. In 
America, a recent study found that human rights organisations that lobbied for more 
inclusive language for LGBTQ people were more successful in support this population 
(Calton, Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016). The bonus of this victory allowed organisations to audit 
services on their LGBTQ inclusivity. For example, Simpson and Helfrich (2014) note that 
organisations should receive assistance to expand the capacity of their service. This would 
reinforce the social and moral responsibility of services and policy in making services 
inclusive and accessible to everyone. Changing policy language to be more inclusive while 
challenging is exceptionally beneficial in LGBTIQ IPV advocacy and a means of challenging 
heteronormative and biased policies (see Campo & Tayton 2015; Simpson & Helfrich 2014; 
Calton, Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016).  
Within the systematic review results, advocacy did not feature in any of the included 
papers as a major theme, with only one paper (Morrin 2014) alluding to the importance of 
advocacy. Despite this limitation, this study reinforces that advocacy, especially within 
Australia, is a major contributing factor to understand victim representation. Further, the 
benefits of advocacy are numerous and need to be thoroughly investigated especially in terms 
of inclusive discourse and service delivery for LGBTIQ people and other marginalised 
populations.  
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Media as an institution inform, construct and dictate social scripts and expectations. 
Within the included literature there was little discussion on the role or impact of media on 
LGBTIQ IPV.  However, Cannon, Lauve-Moon and Buttell (2015) mention that powerful 
institutions like media outlets construct our current ideology of masculinity and femininity. 
Further, Cannon, Lauve-Moon & Buttell (2015) where the idea of hegemonic notions of 
sexuality form the basis of healthy (heterosexual) and unhealthy (homosexual) and use these 
as a form of social control. This reinforces that media dictates what is right healthy, natural 
and normal. For this discourse, with regards to gender and sexuality to change, the 
normalisation of “alternative” identities needs to be at the forefront of discussion. Due to the 
lack of commentary from current research, the media is an institution which requires greater 
investigation in terms of LGBTIQ IPV messaging, representation, awareness and education - 
as the media is a powerful institution of social control (Cannon, Lauve-Moon & Buttell, 2015). 
Future Directions for LGBTIQ IPV Research 
LGBTIQ IPV research is underfunded and limited by many factors such as the inability 
to recruit diverse sample sizes and to capture as many experiences as possible (see Frankland 
& Brown 2014; Leonard et al. 2008; Simpson & Helfrich 2008; Simpson & Helfrich 2014). 
Ijoma (2018) found that most LGBTIQ IPV research focuses more exclusively on lesbian IPV, 
while bisexual and trans men are missing in male IPV research, suggesting that binegativity, 
transphobia, and transmisogyny may create unique barriers to help-seeking (Campo & 
Tayton 2015). For quantitative research, researchers must work on capturing as many 
experiences as possible (Campo & Tayton 2015). Within Australia, big statistical institutions 
must incorporate sexuality in their statistical collection, otherwise, people will assume the 
victim is heterosexual (Campo & Tayton 2015).  
Qualitative research generally has smaller sample sizes but have the capacity to 
document the complexity of LGBTIQ experiences through the provision of rich 
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phenomenological perspectives. However, qualitative data may be overgeneralised and 
misrepresented as the assumption is all LGBTIQ people experience the same forms of IPV as 
one another (see Simpson & Helfrich 2005; Calton, Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016; Cannon & 
Buttell 2015; Mason et al. 2016).  
Cannon, Lauve-Moon and Buttell (2015) stress the importance theory to guide 
research, which in turn, strengthens the research design and allows for critique of the 
applicability of the theory to explain a particular phenomenon. For example, Cannon, Lauve-
Moon and Buttell (2015) explored three theoretical approaches to explain IPV and provided 
guidance for how each theory could guide future research. The importance of using theory is 
vital for research, as it can explain or critique the experiences of varying and unique 
experiences of a particular group.  
The literature also suggests that limited funding is detrimental to gaining important 
and necessary insights into the issue of LGBTIQ IPV (Calton, Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016; 
Russell & Sturgeon 2018). Calton, Cattaneo and Gebhard (2016) propose that if adequate 
funding was a reality, all aspects of violence, as well as the impact of the sexual and gender 
identity of both perpetrator and survivor could be more thoroughly explored. Furthermore, 
this would also help address the systemic inequalities and stigma that LGBTIQ individuals 
face as victims of IPV (Cannon, Lauve-Moon & Buttell 2015).  
Conclusion 
This systematic review of peer reviewed literature sought to address the first question 
and sub-question of this thesis: 
1. How do LGBTIQ people experience IPV as discussed in peer reviewed literature?  
a. What role does media, advocacy, policy and legislation play in the shaping 
LGBTIQ IPV experiences and resulting discourses? 
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The synthesis of existing evidence within this review concerning LGBTIQ IPV across 
media, legislation, policy, advocacy highlights that public discourses are not entirely 
inclusive. The review reiterates that LGBTIQ IPV research has, within an international 
context increased exponentially, especially within the last two decades. However, the review 
has found that the current climate continues to be influenced by societal attitudes such as 
heterosexism, homophobia, biphobia, transphobia, as well as heteronormativity. These same 
attitudes impact personal attitudes and maintain a heteronormative framework of IPV. It is 
likely that heteronormative frameworks and discourses mean that many aspects of LGBTIQ 
IPV that are still under-researched, such as the experiences of bisexual people, trans men, 
intersex, and non-gender conforming identities.  
Within our global context the issue of inclusivity, or lack thereof, requires urgent 
attention. This however does not mean that an individuals’ identity is not essential to 
understanding IPV – on the contrary. The findings of this review highlight the importance of 
intersectionality within a human rights framework towards understand the experiences of 
IPV in the context of sexuality, biological sex, gender identity, race/ethnicity, amongst a vast 
range of other identifiers. However, achieving this level of non-dichotomous or categorical 
understanding of IPV may take decades to achieve but may be achievable if cultural 
competence is central to the interactions that systems have with LGBTIQ people in relation 
to IPV.  
As the literature suggests, the current approaches are not entirely inclusive. 
Importantly, diversity of experience is lacking in policy, legislation and service delivery. This 
is compounded by the impact of personal biases that result in differential criminal justice 
responses for across genders and sexual identities. Further, funding is lacking for both 
research and service accessibility which are exacerbated by a reliance on heteronormative or 
outdated models of DV and IPV management. This review also noted the lack of a consistent 
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institutional approach means that legislation and its enforcement, service providers and 
media agents are not being adequately held accountable for their role in promoting human 
rights and inclusivity. 
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Chapter 3: Methodology 
This project aims to explore whether Australian public discourses on intimate partner 
violence are LGBTIQ-inclusive. This chapter presents the methodological and theoretical 
frameworks used to guide the methods for data collection and analysis which will also be 
outlined. 
Theoretical Perspectives 
 This research draws on human rights and intersectionality theory. Human rights 
underpin this study given the lack of acknowledgement, recognition, and equity for LGBTIQ 
people, with regards to IPV. The human rights foundation used in this thesis is the Universal 
Declaration of Human Rights (UDHR 1948) operationalised in the National Economic and 
Social Rights Initiative (NESRI 2016). It supports this investigation as it provides categories 
against which inclusiveness can be assessed and operationalised.   
Intersectionality theory is useful to this investigation, as it recognises that people have 
multiple intersecting identities that influence the ways they engage with the world. IPV occurs 
across all sociodemographic areas, and LGBTIQ people exist within all sociodemographic 
groups. As such, intersectionality helps to interpret the role and impact of LGBTIQ 
non/inclusive public discourses within Australian print media, advocacy, legislation, and 
policy on IPV. 
Human Rights 
The Universal Declaration of Human Rights 1946 (UDHR 1946), has thirty 
fundamental rights which apply to all human beings. Taket (2012) affirms that IPV needs a 
human rights methodological framework to guide research, as it facilitates the 
acknowledgement and acceptance of LGBTIQ people. Several overlapping and intersecting 
articles within the UDHR support the protection of LGBTIQ people from violence and abuse. 
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For instance, Article 3 of the UDHR indicates that all human beings have a right to life, liberty, 
and security of person. Article 2 specifies that all individuals should receive all rights and 
freedoms regardless of any status they may hold. These articles are vital for all and nation-
states are obliged to ensure that human rights are upheld in this regard for all people. While 
all thirty human rights principles are integral and ensure that protection, dignity, and respect 
are granted to all human beings. Articles 2 and 3 highlight that IPV is in direct violation of 
these rights.   
Human rights frameworks acknowledge IPV and the protection of LGBTIQ people as 
human rights issues. However, while human rights are meant to apply to all humans, 
operationalising these utopian suggestions into legislation, policy and practice are 
challenging for nation-states (Symonides 2000; AHRC 2019). Conversely, this is because 
each nation-state has autonomy to maintain their discretion by choosing which rights to 
uphold, accept, reject, or ratify. For example, within Australia there is no bill of rights; 
however, different constitutions and legislation promote some rights. There are five rights 
granted by the Australian Government, such as universal voting rights; rights to freedom of 
speech; freedom of association; freedom of religion; and freedom from discrimination. 
Outside of these five rights, the Australian Government is the only sovereign nation-state 
without a national bill of rights (AHRC 2019). This dangerous approach has seen many 
minorities across many populations abused and exploited in Australia (AHRC 2019). 
The state of LGBTIQ human rights in Australia can be seen in state legislative 
processes. For instance, Queensland was the latest state to abolish the provocation defence 
in 2017; also known as the gay panic defence, where if a heterosexual male believed another 
male was making a sexual advance, they could assault them and utilise this defence as a 
justifiable reason to cause harm (Winsor 2017). Despite this, South Australia (SA) still 
maintains the provocation defence (gay panic defence), contrary to consistent pressures to 
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abolish this defence all together; the SA government is still resistant (Maclennan 2018; 
Lindsay 2019).  
Despite such failings, Australia is a signatory country for many United Nations 
treaties.  Australia has not been able to ratify, into legislation, all the convention to which 
they are signatories (AHRC 2019). As a result, it is difficult to ensure protection for all people 
before the law and to ensure that all have access to the support and services they need (Meron 
2017). In having limited resources, services are first passed on to individuals perceived to be 
in the majority and not always those with the greatest need (Seymour 2018). Unequal 
distribution results in the needs of marginalised populations going unmet (Seymour 2018). 
In the case of IPV, resources and funding are more likely to go towards advocacy and 
programs targeted at supporting heterosexual women (Seymour 2018). So even though the 
statistics presented in Chapter 2 indicate great need, there remain significant gaps in 
knowledge, support, and positive outcomes for LGBTIQ people (Leonard et al. 2008; Campo 
& Tayton 2015; Cannon & Buttell 2015). This thesis uses The National Economic and Social 
Rights Initiative’s Human Rights principles to identify where Australian public discourse are 
non-inclusive and in what ways. This framework includes six basic principles that help to 
determine whether a particular document, initiative, program, or policy, for example, align 
with human rights principles. These principles are as follows (NESRI) (2017, p.  2):  
1. Universality: Human rights must be afforded to everyone, without exception. The 
entire premise of the framework is that people are entitled to these rights simply by 
virtue of being human. 
2. Indivisibility: Human rights are indivisible and interdependent, which means that in 
order to guarantee civil and political rights, a government must also ensure economic, 
social, and cultural rights (and vice versa). The indivisibility principle recognises that 
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if a government violates rights such as health, it necessarily affects people’s ability to 
exercise other rights, such as the right to life. 
3. Participation: People have a right to participate in how decisions are made regarding 
the protection of their rights. This includes, but is not limited to, having input on 
government decisions about rights. To ensure human rights, governments must 
engage and support the participation of civil society on these issues. 
4. Accountability: Governments must create mechanisms of accountability for the 
enforcement of rights. It is not enough that rights are recognised in domestic law or in 
policy rhetoric. There must actually be effective measures put in place, so that the 
government can be held accountable if those rights standards are not met. 
5. Transparency: Transparency means that governments must be open about all 
information and decision-making processes related to rights. People must be able to 
know and understand how major decisions affecting rights are made, and how public 
institutions, such as hospitals and schools, which are needed to protect rights, are 
managed, and run. 
6. Non-Discrimination: Human rights must be guaranteed without discrimination of any 
kind. This includes not only purposeful discrimination, but also protection from 
policies and practices which may have a discriminatory effect.  
Applying this approach to Australian IPV print media, legislation, policy, and advocacy 
documents allows for a transparent, replicable, effective, and efficient measurement of 
Australian macro-level discourses, with regards to LGBTIQ inclusivity. Using a human rights 
framework, therefore, helps to establish basic standards applicable to all human beings, 
regardless of their race, gender, ethnicity, or class, from all walks-of-life (Symonides 2000; 
Coomans, Grünfeld & Kamminga 2009). Further, it highlights the realities of intersecting 
identities and the potential for compounded prejudice, discrimination, and oppression for 
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marginalised populations. It, therefore, allows for the development of recommendations to 
advance theory, research and practice that acknowledge multiple and coexisting identities 
and experiences.  
Intersectionality Theory 
As noted in Chapter 2, public discourses, including those presented and reproduced in 
media, advocacy, policy, and legislation, often fail to consider sexual identity as a point of 
intersection in IPV experiences. Intersectionality theory has been utilised to interpret the 
data collected in this thesis. Intersectionality is “the interconnected nature of social 
categorisations such as race, class, and gender, regarded as creating overlapping and 
interdependent systems of discrimination or disadvantage; a theoretical approach based on 
such a premise” (Oxford Dictionary 2019). Intersectionality theory is a framework, which 
helps to conceptualise an individual, or collective group of individuals who negatively 
experience a particular social problem. Intersectionality considers the importance of how 
people can hold onto multiple identities, such as being black, a woman, and identify as a 
lesbian. This theory asserts that people are more likely to experience discrimination when 
they belong to more ‘subordinate’ categories (being a black, homosexual, woman as opposed 
to a white, heterosexual, or a woman).  
Understanding the importance of how identity markers do not exist independently of 
one another is important, as these markers create a convergence of oppression (Crenshaw 
1993; Potter 2016). For example, a black man and a white woman make $0.74 and $0.78 to 
a white man’s dollar, respectively the importance of understanding the nuances of 
experiences is vital for advocating the complexities that multiple identities face and the 
prejudices they experience in contemporary society. By focusing on investigating the 
experiences of marginalised groups, who are more likely to face discrimination and 
disadvantage, intersectionality considers people’s overlapping identities and experiences to 
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understand the complexity of prejudices that they face. Intersectionality challenges the 
dominant representations of marginalised people’s experiences within various institutions 
(Chan & Erby 2018). Intersectionality does so by challenging the notions of social hierarchies 
where the position of the privileged and powerful, ‘rich’, white, and heterosexual males, 
benefit from these intersections. However, the opposite occurs for the underprivileged or less 
fortunate and powerless (Rahman & Jackson 2010). Furthermore, using intersectionality 
means investigating and interrogating the inequalities that all people face.  
Within Australia, gender has become the most common measure used to represent 
victims of DV and IPV. Unfortunately, gender does not account for people’s sexuality, 
race/ethnicity, or cultural identity (Potter 2016; Ijoma 2018). Hence, this has inadvertently 
become a barrier, as heterosexual white women have become the most recognised and 
accepted victims at the hands of heterosexual men. While anyone can be a victim of violence, 
Australia maintains a hierarchy that supports the gender and sexuality of heterosexual 
women as the only victim.  This approach is damaging to others, as it does not account for 
LGBTIQ people, Culturally and Linguistically Diverse individuals (CALD), Aboriginal and 
Torres Strait Islander individuals (ATSI), or heterosexual men. 
Further to this, Veenstra (2013) states sexuality continues to evolve as a site of 
oppression when added to the mix; where one may have multiple subordinate identities, they 
are less likely to receive equal status or justice.  Those in power are more likely to reinforce 
the margins and barriers which impact ones’ agency.   
While the current climate of DV and IPV mean women are victims and men are 
perpetrators, this analysis only considers the intersecting inequality where men and women 
experience different treatment (Seymour 2018). Although the writer again acknowledges that 
women constitute the majority of reported IPV victims, men also suffer from DV and IPV 
(Campo & Tayton 2015). Consequently, this is where intersectionality is necessary for this 
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social issue – particularly when inferring the sexuality of the victim and perpetrator, LGBTIQ 
IPV victims remain marginalised within the label of IPV victim.   
  In terms of perpetrators, Potter (2015) argues that when using intersectionality within 
criminology, individuals make connections between the race of the victim and their gender. 
When comparing this statement with classical literature, there is an assumption that the 
protagonist is white; while race is that the forefront when referring to other characters in the 
literary piece – a ‘black doctor’ or a ‘black lawyer’ (Potter 2015). This same framework applies 
to the intersections of victims of IPV as the current framing suggests that specific gendered 
identities and sexualities receive victim status over others. Others like heterosexual men and 
LGBTIQ IPV victims are less likely to receive the victim status. Intersectionality has 
transformed since its original inception – particularly regarding understanding the 
intersections of identities and how the broader society defines them (Potter 2015). The 
emergence of linking an intersectional framework is essential because making these links 
concerning the lived experiences of LGBTIQ victims is worthy of exploration. 
Adopted from Crotty (1998) ‘The Foundations of Social Research,’ Figure 3.1 has been 
slightly modified to illustrate the methodological framework this research study followed. 
 
Figure 3.1: Research process and structure 
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Methods for Data Collection 
This study asks: “Are Australian Public discourses on Intimate Partner Violence 
LGBTIQ Inclusive?” In particular, this part of the study addresses the following research 
questions: 
1. How much does Australian print media, legislation, policy, and advocacy documents 
on IPV align with the principles of human rights in relation to LGBTIQ-identifying 
people? 
2. Are Australian print media, legislation, policy, and advocacy documents on IPV 
representative of LGBTIQ-identifying people and how explicit is this representation?    
To answer these questions, the current study utilises both non-grey and grey literature. 
Non-grey literature is documentation which has not undergone the same rigorous peer review 
processes as manuscripts published in academic journals (Sud & Thelwall, 2013). In contrast, 
grey literature is documentation which has undergone reviews from within various 
institutions, such as not-for-profit, government agencies, and various organisations (Sud & 
Thelwall, 2013). The rationale behind this is to capture several forms of data to better 
understand and describe the current state of LGBTIQ IPV discourse as presented in publicly 
accessible documents. Doing so also serves as a method for triangulation as documents are 
derived from a range of sources and levels of rigour (see Chapter 2 for the systematic review 
of peer-reviewed literature). The exploration of pre-existing documents supports an 
unobtrusive research method.   
Unobtrusive Research Method 
Unobtrusive methods of data collection are best explained by Liamputtong (2013) as 
methods which draw on social and cultural meanings from pre-existing sources, such as non-
grey and grey literature. Kellehear (1993 as cited in Liamputtong 2013, p. 99) states that using 
non-living texts like these provides meaningful research data, while not disturbing the living 
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environments of individuals. For example, throughout history some famous studies utilised 
this form of data collection, such as Durkheim’s ‘Suicide,’ which looked entirely at official 
statistics held by the Ministry of Justice; Marx used civil service reports; and Weber used 
information from the Hamburg Stock Exchange (Liamputtong 2013, p. 101). The sensitive 
nature of the topic reinforces the importance, for the candidate to engage with this form of 
data to better understand the context of LGBTIQ IPV.  
Campo and Tayton (2015) suggest that because traditional heterosexual roles are 
made superior in exploring grey literature surrounding sensitive issues can give a clearer 
sense of the extent to which LGBTIQ-identifying people are overlooked. Therefore, 
investigating this form of content is vital to capture public discourses on whether LGBTIQ 
people are included in the Australian IPV public discourse. 
  This study uses existing documentation from non-grey newspaper literature (print 
media) and grey literature. The selected documents are free, publicly accessible, and readily 
available on the internet. Additionally, the non-grey literature in the form of newspapers 
allowed for an analysis into “everyday” perspectives and discourses in Australia. This is 
highlighted by the availability of newspaper articles, that can more easily be accessed by the 
general public compared to other types of grey literature (e.g., policy documents).  
When searching for these documents, specific search terms narrowed the search 
results in Google (grey literature) and ProQuest (non-grey literature) databases.  
Data Collection: Non-Grey Literature Search Strategy 
Following the recommendations from Liamputtong (2013), the study focused on one 
database (ProQuest). ProQuest was the only database used, as a leading source for print 
media given its access to over 100 other databases. The search focused on newspaper article 
in English and limited to Australia and searched from during April 2018. A four-year 
limitation was also placed on the search as this was when contemporary discourses around 
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LGBTIQ same-sex marriage gained more public attention. Importantly, on December 7th, 
2013 the ACT Government made a legislative amendment allowing same-sex marriage. 
However, on December 12th, 2013 the High Court of Australia struck down the ACT ruling as 
the constitution only permitted the Federal Parliament to make changes to the Marriage Act 
(1961) (Winsor 2017). Following this step backwards, discourse on legislation reform re-
emerged with great fervour within public and political domains regarding same-sex marriage 
from 2014. Resistance to this form of increased conservatism in Australia eventually led to 
the ratification of same-sex marriage into the Marriage Act (2017) (Winsor 2017).  
Following Dune, Caputi and Walker (2018), a step-by-step search strategy was 
employed as described in Chapter 2. In order to determine the search terms, a discussion 
with the primary supervisor occurred to identify keywords (see table 4.1). The ProQuest 
database search found 24 results. All articles where read in full resulting in the exclusion of 
14 irrelevant articles and 10 articles included for review. The search terms, while extensive, 
allowed for a broader spectrum of results. 
 
Figure 3.2: Non-Grey Literature Search 
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Table 0.1: Non-Grey Literature Boolean Search Terms  
ProQuest Search Terms; Limited to a four-year period 2014-2018: 
((("LGBTIQ" OR "Bisexual" OR "Queer" OR "Gay" OR "Lesbian" OR "Homosexual" OR "Sex" OR 
"Transgender") AND ("Violence" OR "Power" OR "Control" OR "Abuse" OR "Psychological" OR 
"Physical" OR "Isolation") AND ("Domestic Violence" OR "Intimate Partner Violence") AND 
("Australia")) AND lgbtiq AND at.exact ("Letter To The Editor" OR "Annual Report" OR 
"Pamphlet/Ephemera" OR "Dissertation/Thesis" OR "Front Page/Cover Story" OR "Industry Report" 
OR "Government & Official Document" OR "Market Report" OR "Editorial" OR "Front Matter" OR 
"Conference Paper" OR "Editorial Cartoon/Comic" OR "Conference" OR "Website/Webcast" OR 
"News" OR "Report" OR "Image/Photograph" OR "Panel Discussion" OR "Advertisement" OR 
"Review" OR "Case Study" OR "Conference Proceeding" OR "General Information" OR 
"Commentary") AND la.exact ("English")) NOT loc.exact ("Thailand" OR "Nauru" OR "United States 
US") 
Of the newspaper articles included in this study the majority came from Australia’s 
East coast. For example, New South Wales (3), Australian Capital Territory (2), Victoria (2), 
Queensland (1) and Tasmania (0). However, for the other side of Australia, Western Australia 
(1), South Australia (0), and, the Northern Territory (0).  
Data Collection: Grey Literature Search Strategy 
Google was used to search for the most relevant and prevalent public facing grey 
literature on IPV in Australia using the search terms indicated in Table 4.1. Only items on the 
first two pages of Google search results were selected and then filtered for relevance, allowing 
for replicability and an overview of the frequently accessed discourses on IPV in Australia.  
The grey literature found through the Google search were varied. The literature 
included in this study were: Royal Commission document (1), legislation (1), newspaper 
articles (11), policy documents (2), service delivery websites (4) (including their funding). 
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Further, the grey literature search through Google found six programs targeting the issue of 
Domestic and Family Violence many results (refer to table 4.6).  
Figure 3 outlines the flow chart which was used to identify the studies for inclusion. 
The grey literature sources were reviewed in line with the inclusion criteria and the research 
questions.  
Methods for Data Analysis: Qualitative Content Analysis 
Qualitative content analysis was used to identify the types of information included in 
the literature in relation to LGBTIQ IPV. Content analysis according to Krippendorf (2013) is 
unobtrusive and allows the researcher to obtain meaning from the diverse communicative 
tools (Krippendorf 2013). Content analysis objectively explores verbal and written social 
communications systematically to find specific information (Liamputtong & Serry 2017).   
Qualitative content analysis seeks to investigate if any themes emerge out of 
qualitative data (Graneheim, Lindgren & Lundman 2017). Much like a thematic analysis, 
Boyatzis (1998, p. 1) states that “Thematic analysis is a way of seeing”, from which an 
inference can occur allowing the researcher the ability to determine what the data has to say. 
In doing so, developing codes and themes can only occur after reviewing the data more than 
once (Braun & Clarke 2006; Braun & Clarke 2014). The research must first be able to sense 
themes, and then turn these themes into a codable moment (Graneheim, Lindgren & 
Lundman 2017). However, Boyatzis (1998, p. 10) stresses the importance of the researcher 
being open to all possibilities of what the data will show. Secondly, consistency is determined 
to be a vital component, meaning if the researcher was to look at the same data one day, and 
the next day, they should draw the same conclusion (Boyatzis 1998, p. 11: Graneheim, 
Lindgren & Lundman 2017). Boyatzis (1998, p. 11) states that only through practice, grants 
the researcher the ability to create concrete and meaningful themes.  
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Roberts, Chamberlain and Delfabbro (2014) analyse the court process, and the impact 
women experience as victims of domestic violence. They developed codes which heavily 
linked to human emotion and feeling, such as lack of empathy and understanding, 
invalidation, fear and anxiety, re-traumatisation (Roberts, Chamberlain & Delfabbro 2014). 
Interestingly, this steps away from Boyatzis (1998) recommendation to link explicitly with 
theory; strongly suggesting that human emotions and, feelings are strong motivators which 
can accurately depict victims of domestic violence expressed feelings. Vakhitova et al. (2018) 
postulate the importance of creating themes which link harmoniously with the overarching 
research question. Therefore, the qualitative content analysis themes link explicitly to the 
detailed research questions and objectives.    
Ethical Considerations 
Ethics was not necessary for this research project as it did not directly or indirectly involve 
human participation.  
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Chapter 4: Results  
This section outlines the results of the qualitative content analysis of both the non-grey and 
grey literature. The non-grey literature (newspapers) is presented first, followed by grey 
literature which investigates advocacy in the form of current service delivery and the types of 
funding received by advocacy and service initiative. The findings from policy documents and 
Royal Commission documents are discussed followed by a review of legislative instruments 
in Australia.  
To determine the level of LGBTIQ inclusivity within the included literature the content 
of each document was assessed against the six NESRI (2016) human rights principles (see 
Table 4.1). To operationalise the human rights framework all findings have been placed into 
tables with quotes which exemplify the human rights obligations as outlined by NESRI 
(2016). Either ‘yes’ or ‘no’ was used to indicate whether the content of the literature met 
human rights standards. The quotes exemplify the different ideological perspectives and 
justify the importance of viewing societal issues, such as LGBTIQ IPV, within a human rights 
lens. Overall, many of the findings aligned with human rights principles, however, some 
presented LGBTIQ people as a secondary concern or did not include them at all. The findings 
also indicated that other groups are not (equally) represented in public discourses on IPV 
including Indigenous Australians, culturally and linguistically diverse individuals, people 
with disabilities, youth and older populations as well as, heterosexual men. In the Chapter 5, 
intersectionality theory is applied to interpret the results and address the final research 
question of this thesis. 
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Table 0.2: Human Rights Definitions NESRI 2016 
Human Rights Terms: Definitions: 
Universality Simply by being human. 
Indivisibility Human rights are indivisible, dependent on one-
another, and governments must ensure the right to 
economic, social, and cultural rights 
Participation As a human, rights ensure all people have an opinion 
in how judgements become handled, when protecting 
their rights 
Accountability Governments have accountability for all human rights 
breaches, whilst also having the transparency 
regarding the decision-making process. 
Transparency Governments must ensure that all their decisions 
impacting individuals are communicated, especially 
information regarding all public institutions.  
Non-Discrimination Are fundamental human rights where one shall not 
receive any form of discrimination for any reason. 
Non-grey Literature: Newspapers (Print Media) 
The non-grey literature (newspapers) results featured a range of LGBTIQ community 
representation and inclusion. For example, some of the newspaper content highlights that 
service providers admit to not thinking about LGBTIQ IPV victims. Other newspaper articles 
noted that service providers do not address the needs of diverse groups, such as LGBTIQ 
people and heterosexual men. This literature came from various geographical locations in 
Australia (refer to Error! Reference source not found.). The findings also give insight 
into the way LGBTIQ-identifying people may experience inclusion and exclusion across all 
facets in their daily lives in Australia. Table 4.2 demonstrates the diversity of newspapers and 
perspectives on LGBTIQ across Australia. The quotes from newspapers summarise some of 
the experiences over the last four years about LGBTIQ-inclusivity.  Applying a human rights 
critique was a vital step in determining the level of LGBTIQ inclusivity within each newspaper 
article. Each key criterion was assessed against NESRI's (2016) six key terms.  
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Table 0.3: Non-Grey content application to human rights critique 
Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of Document Geographical Location 
in Australia: 
Human Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
Canberra domestic violence 
prevention program in 
helps bystanders interrupt 
abuse 
Hitch, G (2016) 
Newspaper Canberra,  
Australian Capital Territory 
(ACT), Australia 
Universality, 
Indivisibility, 
Transparency, 
Participation, 
Accountability, 
Non-
Discrimination = 
Yes 
 
Yes (all fundamental human rights 
principles according to NESRI): “A 
new program is empowering 
bystanders to recognise and intervene 
in domestic violence abuse situations. 
The MATE program, launched with 
workshops for the AIDS Action 
Council, has been designed to teach 
community members how to 
recognise abuse and have the 
confidence to speak out and offer 
help”. 
Does Mudgee have a 
homelessness problem 
Elliott (2017) 
Newspaper Mudgee,  
New South Wales (NSW), 
Australia 
Universality & 
Non-
Discrimination: 
Yes 
Indivisibility,  
Participation, 
Yes (Universality & Non-
Discrimination: "There are some 
groups that we know are more 
vulnerable than others, in particular, 
young people, aboriginal people, 
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Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of Document Geographical Location 
in Australia: 
Human Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
Accountability, 
Transparency & 
Non-
Discrimination= 
No 
someone who's pregnant and young 
people who identify as LGBT." 
No ( Indivisibility, Participation, 
Accountability, Transparency * Non-
Discrimination): "It is predominantly 
women or women with children who 
become homeless due to domestic 
violence." 
Support services fail to 
provide for special needs 
Preiss, B & Schetzer, A 
(2015) 
Newspaper Melbourne,  
Victoria (VIC), Australia 
Universality, 
Transparency, 
Participation, 
Accountability, 
Non-
Discrimination = 
Yes 
Non-
Discrimination = 
No 
 
Yes: (all fundamental human rights 
principles according to NESRI) “Gay 
and Lesbian Health Victoria is calling 
for better-targeted training for family 
violence support services and the 
justice system.” 
No: (however, Non-Discrimination is 
both as it acknowledges LGBTIQ 
rights are met; Despite the LGBTI 
community are not thought about) 
"Generally, services are indicating 
they haven't thought about [the 
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Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of Document Geographical Location 
in Australia: 
Human Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
LGBTI community] much or aren't 
confident” 
Shining a light on same-sex 
abuse 
Connery, G (2015) 
Newspaper Canberra,  
Australian Capital Territory 
(ACT), Australia 
Universality, 
Indivisibility, 
Transparency, 
Participation, 
Accountability, 
Non-
Discrimination = 
Yes 
 
Yes: (all fundamental human rights 
and principles according to 
NESRI)"Intimate partner violence is 
generally considered between male 
and female, but unfortunately 
domestic violence is within all 
communities," Ms Dowling said. "A lot 
of the statistics gathered for reporting 
are based on gender only, and not on 
sexuality or relationship status. But if 
we don't ask the question therein lies 
the issue." 
Stop LGBTI violence: 
commission 
Kearney, M (2016) 
Newspaper Bendigo,  
Victoria (VIC), Australia 
Universality, 
Indivisibility, 
Transparency, 
Participation, 
Accountability, 
Non-
Yes: (all fundamental human rights 
and principles according to NESRI) 
The commission’s report, released on 
Wednesday, explained violence 
occurred in both heterosexual and 
homosexual relationships, with the 
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Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of Document Geographical Location 
in Australia: 
Human Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
Discrimination = 
Yes 
rate of intimate partner abuse 
perpetrated on transgender people 
likely to be even higher…  It 
recommended support services better 
equip their staff with the skills needed 
to assist LGBTI people and acquire 
“rainbow tick” qualification before the 
end of 2018. 
LGBTI activists shares 
horror violence story 
Shying, O (2016) 
Newspaper Ballarat,  
Victoria (VIC), Australia 
Universality, 
Indivisibility, 
Transparency, 
Participation, 
Accountability, 
Non-
Discrimination = 
Yes 
Non-
Discrimination = 
No 
Yes: (all human rights principles 
according to NESRI) "It's not just 
homosexual men - heterosexual men 
also (experience family violence)," Mr 
Bunney said. Mr Bunney said he 
always knew he was suffering 
domestic abuse but did not feel he 
could come forward. 
No: (Non-Discrimination while met, 
has not been as it acknowledges a lack 
of LGBTIQ Inclusivity). (It has been 
acknowledged) that family violence 
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Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of Document Geographical Location 
in Australia: 
Human Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
services haven't offered options for 
everyone," Mr Adkins said. He said 
many staff had not been trained to 
assist victims of violence in same-sex 
relationships, leaving some people 
reluctant to come forward and seek 
help. 
THE VIOLENT TRUTH - 
MEN ARE ALSO ABUSE 
VICTIMS 
Barraclough, C (2016) 
Newspaper Surry Hills,  
New South Wales, 
Australia 
Universality, 
Indivisibility, 
Transparency, 
Participation, 
Accountability, 
Non-
Discrimination = 
Yes 
Yes: (all human rights pricinples 
according to NESRI) Last year, 
Swedish politician and proud feminist 
Eva Solberg rejected her government's 
strategy to combat domestic violence 
because it focused on gender bias. 
Attempting to teach men and boys 
how to behave will never solve 
domestic violence. 
"We know through extensive practice 
and experience that attempts to solve 
the issue through this kind of analysis 
have failed," Solberg wrote on 
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Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of Document Geographical Location 
in Australia: 
Human Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
Nyheter24 website. "They failed 
precisely because violence is not and 
never has been a gender issue." 
Damaging current narrative has 
constructed barriers and created what 
are often referred to as "silent groups" 
-- men, lesbians, gay and bisexual, 
transgender, disabled, elderly, ethnic 
and cultural minorities. Many people 
know gendered domestic violence is a 
money-making myth that needs 
exposing -- it's a question of when. 
IMPOSSIBLE TO CHANGE 
GENDER 
Dyer, M (2017) 
Newspaper Rockingham,  
Western Australia (WA), 
Australia 
Universality, 
Indivisibility, 
Transparency, 
Participation, 
Accountability, 
Non-
Discrimination = 
No 
No: (no human rights principles have 
been met) Medical facts demonstrate 
that homosexuality, lesbianism and 
transgenderism are relationships with 
more disease, domestic violence, drug 
abuse, mental health problems and 
suicide than marriage between a man 
Are Australian Public Discourses on Intimate Partner Violence LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
 
89 
Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of Document Geographical Location 
in Australia: 
Human Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
and a woman. LGBTIQ studies 
confirm this. 
Gay community won't settle 
for second-best (2016) n.d. 
Newspaper Maroochydore,  
Queensland (QLD), 
Australia 
Universality, 
Indivisibility, 
Transparency, 
Participation, 
Accountability, 
Non-
Discrimination = 
No 
Yes:  (all human rights are 
acknowledged in accordance with 
NESRI) And equality is a right that 
everyone should enjoy; regardless of 
sexuality, gender identity, race, 
culture, religion or creed. 
No: (However, they also highlight how 
human rights continue to be missed in 
accordance with NESRI). LIVING on 
the Sunshine Coast can be quite 
isolating for members of the LGBTI 
community. We have been scorned 
and had members of our community 
refused service  at cafes and 
businesses. The Coast's population is 
quite old-fashioned and we struggle to 
be heard by council in relation to 
support and resourcing, though they 
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Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of Document Geographical Location 
in Australia: 
Human Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
are very generous in their support of 
our festival each year. 
In 1997 Australia legalised sexual acts 
between consenting adults of any 
gender (in private). 1997 - yes, that 
late. In 1996, John Howard became 
Prime Minister. He did his best to 
ensure the LGBTI population 
remained second class, ensuring their 
rights were ignored and inhibited. In 
1996 he reduced the number of inter-
dependency visas, making migration 
for same-sex couples more difficult. In 
2003, after a man was denied a de 
facto spouse veteran's pension based 
on his 38-year same-sex relationship, 
the United Nations requested that 
Australia take steps to treat same-sex 
couples equally. They were ignored, 
with the Attorney General saying the 
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Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of Document Geographical Location 
in Australia: 
Human Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
government was not bound by the 
ruling. 
Media Release ACON (2015) 
n.d. 
Newspaper Sydney,  
New South Wales (NSW), 
Australia 
Universality, 
Indivisibility, 
Transparency, 
Participation, 
Accountability, 
Non-
Discrimination = 
Yes 
Yes: 9 SEPTEMBER 2015 The NSW 
Government will deliver $115,000 in 
new funding to help tackle domestic 
and family violence (DFV) in the 
Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender 
and Intersex (LGBTI) community. 
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Human Rights Summary 
Human rights theory offers insight into how many institutions may not be upholding human 
rights obligations to all communities. With the resultant non-grey literature, there was 
minimal engagement from the west side of Australia (WA, SA and NT) on these issues. The 
most commentary came from the east coast of Australia (VIC, NSW, ACT and QLD (excluding 
TAS), this may suggest that LGBTIQ people are not central to the conversation in some parts 
of Australia or that given the smaller proportions of LGBTIQ in those regions they may be 
more invisible. For instance, the article from WA failed to meet any human rights standards, 
and the language used associated LGBTIQ identities with deviance and difficult psychological 
behaviours (Dyer 2017). For the most part, the non-grey literature notes that providers have 
not considered much of LGBTIQ IPV service delivery. Barraclough (2016) highlights there 
are many silenced groups beyond the LGBTIQ community, such as Indigenous Australians 
and culturally and linguistically diverse peoples, heterosexual men, people with disabilities, 
youth and ageing populations. 
Further, Barraclough (2016) provides insightful commentary on current approaches 
to DV/FV/IPV with a focus on moving violence out of a gendered context and into a human 
rights context. Barraclough (2016) accuses that gendering the issue of DV/FV/IPV is a 
money-making adventure despite violence occurring across all gender and sexual identities. 
Barraclough (2016) contends that the categorical language used to frame traditional 
discourses on DV/FV/IPV is in fact paradoxical and further contradicts human rights 
principles. As all victims of DV/FV/IPV are human beings. 
The six key facets of Human Rights theory from NESRI have been met in differing 
ways across the non-grey literature. While the discourse about LGBTIQ people in some 
articles (e.g., Dyer 2017) are quite detrimental they serve as proof for the arguments for 
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inclusion made by other authors (n.d. 2016; Shyring 2016; Preiss & Schetzer 2015; Hitch 
2016).  
Grey Literature: Advocacy, Legislation, Policy 
Within this section, the literature is organised and presented in two distinct ways. 
Firstly, they are broken down based upon three key themes from this study: Advocacy, 
Legislation and Policy. In addition, advocacy included service delivery and funding. 
Legislation include the Royal Commission document and policy documents had no sub-
categories. Human rights principles are again used to critique the findings to determine how 
inclusive they are of LGBTIQ identities in IPV discourses.  
Advocacy 
Service Delivery  
Service delivery emerged as a key theme within the area of advocacy. Service delivery 
focused primarily on supporting victims’ access to services for all forms of partner violence 
(physical, psychological, economic, spiritual etc.). The findings indicate that not everyone 
receives recognition as a victim within each service provider. For instance, LGBTIQ-
identifying and heterosexual men often experience restricted access to many DV related 
services (Cheung, Leung & Tsui 2009).  
For example, White Ribbon (2019) is a global domestic violence organisation, focused 
on the “prevention of men’s violence against women” (https://www.whiteribbon.org.au/). 
The campaign advocates that women are the central victims of violence perpetrated by men 
in a heterosexual relationship. The White Ribbon advocacy campaign makes clear that it is 
mainly a man’s responsibility to stop violence against women (Kauffman 2002). This 
heteronormative frame excludes the experiences of women in same-sex relationships, 
transwomen, bisexual women and gender non-conforming females.   
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Another advocacy and service campaign is 1800RESPECT (2019). As both a hotline 
and an advocacy program it supports all victims, their family, friends and those in need of 
support to prevent family violence (it is assumed they mean support for perpetrators in this 
regard (https://www.1800respect.org.au/). Lifeline (2019) helps all victims of violence 
regardless of their culture, age, sexuality, community or biological sex. Rape and Domestic 
Violence Services does not explicitly state whom they cater services for which may indicate 
an inclusive approach to advocacy and service delivery. 
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Table 0.5: List of the most popular services within Australia 
Name of Service Assistance Offered Demographic Human Rights 
Critique 
Example 
White Ribbon Numbers provided to services 
based upon your state or 
territory location in Australia.  
The demographic White Ribbon 
caters for is women only, in a 
heterosexual relationship.   
Universality, Indivisibility, 
Transparency, Participation, 
Accountability, Non-
Discrimination = No 
 
“ Our Vision 
A nation that respects women, 
in which every woman lives in 
safety, free from all forms of 
men’s abuse” 
“Our Purpose 
Engaging men to make 
women’s safety a man’s issue 
too” 
1800RESPECT Violence & Abuse: Sexual 
Assault & Violence, 
Domestic/Family Violence, 
Children and Violence, 
Physical, Psychological, 
Financial Abuse, Image-based, 
Spiritual , Social , Stalking, 
Legal , Neglect and 
Reproductive Abuse 
Affected people may include: 
Pregnant women, Separated 
women, People with disability, 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander peoples, People from 
Culturally and Linguistically 
Diverse (CALD) backgrounds, 
Older people, People who 
identify as Lesbian, Gay, 
Bisexual, Transgender or 
Intersex (LGBTI), Women 
living in areas that have 
recently been affected by 
disaster 
Universality, Indivisibility, 
Transparency, Participation, 
Accountability, Non-
Discrimination = Yes 
 
“1800RESPECT also indicate 
that “domestic and family 
violence can happen to anyone. 
It occurs in all races, religions 
and genders. It can be 
experienced by people with a lot 
of money or those living in 
poverty, by people who are in 
an intimate relationship and 
those who are not. However, 
domestic and family violence is 
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 most often committed by men 
against women…People 
belonging to certain groups or 
communities may experience 
higher rates of domestic and 
family violence than others. 
Some people can also 
experience forms of violence 
specific to a part of their 
culture, identity or situation.” 
Rape and Domestic 
Violence Services 
Australia 
Offers counselling services for 
NSW Rape Crisis. Domestic and 
Family Violence Counselling 
services (for Commonwealth 
Bank Customers) 
Rape & Domestic Violence 
Services Australia provides 
24/7 telephone and online crisis 
counselling for anyone - women 
and men - in Australia who has 
experienced or is at risk of 
sexual assault, family or 
domestic violence and their non 
offending supporters.  
 
Universality, Indivisibility, 
Transparency, Participation, 
Accountability, Non-
Discrimination = Yes 
 
“Rape & Domestic Violence 
services Australia will provide: 
Specialist trauma counselling 
services for those who have 
been subjected to sexual, 
domestic or family violence and 
their supporters and behaviour 
change counselling services for 
those who use violence. “ 
Lifeline Offers Services for individuals 
experiencing any form of 
Domestic and Family Violence 
Anyone can experience 
domestic and family violence. It 
happens across communities, 
ages, cultures and sexes.  
Universality, Indivisibility, 
Transparency, Participation, 
Accountability, Non-
Discrimination = Yes 
 
“Anyone can experience 
domestic and family violence. It 
happens across communities, 
ages, cultures and sexes”.  
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Human Rights Summary 
Current service delivery from White Ribbon, 1800RECPECT, Rape and Domestic 
Violence Service, and Lifeline offer an insight into the different types of assistance offered for 
victims of DV/FV/IPV. Outside of White Ribbon, all other services meet human rights 
obligations as per NESRI (2016) guidelines. Notably, Rape and Domestic Violence services 
states they offer counselling for men and women. While sexuality is not mentioned this 
service provider does not discriminate against any victim or prioritise one over the other. 
White Ribbon could change the language they use to be more universal – for example they 
can be more explicit in that anyone can be a victim of DV/FV/IPV. However, they are making 
a conscious decision to focus exclusively on women experiencing violence from men. Such 
alterations into the discourse used by White Ribbon to advocate against violence would 
ensure that this organisation met human rights standards.  
Funding 
Funding emerged within the data as a vital theme, as funding allows service providers 
the capacity to have impact and reach across a range of demographics and geographical 
locations and as a result be more LGBTIQ inclusive. Notably, funding figures are difficult to 
attain as this information is not often shared openly and publicly. For those advocacy 
campaigns and services that did indicate the amount of funding received it is difficult to 
determine how much of the funding is allocated to LGBTIQ inclusion or expansion of services  
to marginalised population (see to Table 4.5). 1800RESPECT (2018) does not offer any 
indication on the funding they receive nor does Rape and Domestic Violence services 
Australia. White Ribbon (2018), while not meeting human rights standards for inclusivity 
indicated their annual funding of over $1 million from various stakeholders. In Table 4.5, 
Lifeline (2018) nationally receives the most funding at over $26 million from a range of 
stakeholders.  
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Table 0.1: Funding received annually for DV services Australia 
Name of Service Annual Equity 
White Ribbon 
https://www.whiteribbon.org.au/wp-
content/uploads/2018/01/Annual-Report-2016-2017-
White-Ribbon-Australia-spreads.pdf 
2016-2017 = $1,102,528. 00 
Funding from: Government, Philanthropic Trust, 
Merchandise, Donations and Community 
Funding, Corporate Partnerships, Workplace 
Accreditation fees.  
1800RESPECT: https://www.1800respect.org.au/ Funding by the Department of Social Services 
 
Rape and Domestic Violence Services Australia 
http://www.rape-dvservices.org.au/TopMenu/About-
Us/Our-Supporters 
Australian Department of Social Services & NSW 
Health 
Lifeline 
https://www.lifeline.org.au/static/uploads/files/lifeli
ne-australia-annual-report-16-17-web-
wffuywuqdqwx.pdf 
$26,203,000.00  
Funding from: Government, Community Support, 
Corporate Support, Other Income 
 
Human Rights Summary 
Funding disclosure was present for Lifeline and White Ribbon. Having transparency 
with regards to funding demonstrates a commitment to human rights principles (NESRI, 
2016) and has a positive impact on an organisation’s reputation. 1800RESPECT and Rape 
and Domestic Violence services have not disclosed their funding. A situation which according 
to Cheung, Leung and Tsui (2009) challenges the legitimacy of the organisation as they are 
pushing their own agenda of whom may or may not be believed as a victim of partner violence. 
Although White Ribbon focuses on a particular population (women experiencing violence 
from men) it can be estimated that for White Ribbon to expand their message and advocacy 
within Australia an guesstimate of $5 million would be needed to expand their current 
mainstream services. This would involve the inclusion of all victims, regardless, of culture, 
Are Australian Public Discourses on Intimate Partner Violence LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
 
99 
race, ethnicity, sexuality, or biological sex (Campo & Tayton 2015) into their advocacy and 
service models. Lifeline has disclosed that it receives over $26 million. It is assumed that this 
has allowed them to acknowledge intersectional identities and develop capability to offer 
services to a vast range of groups. 1800RESPECT (2018) does not state how much funding 
they receive and only that their funding come from the Australian Government. Of the figures 
available, there are discrepancies in funding and one could argue that there is a distinct lack 
of funding to ensure equitable distribution of advocacy and services to all groups.  
Policy  
 Within policy documents, the results highlight inconsistencies with recognition of 
vulnerable populations. The NSW Blueprint Reform 2016-2021 is a policy document which 
dictates the direction the state of NSW is taking towards domestic and family violence. The 
policy document highlights that there are many groups which suffer from a lack of 
representation. However, the document simultaneously reinforces heteronormativity in their 
overarching and main focus. Calling it what it really is, focuses exclusively on the experiences 
of LGBTIQ people across all facets of society. Error! Reference source not found.4.6 
highlights that when applying a human rights critique there is significant variance in the ways 
IPV discourses are framed and their inclusion of LGBTIQ people. The results indicate that 
LGBTIQ-identifying victimhood is overshadowed by the dominant 
cisgender/heteronormative discourse of victimhood. Furthermore, classifying LGBTIQ 
victims as same-sex also conflates the experiences of people across the gender and sexuality 
spectrum thus minimizing and rendering them invisible. To expand the definitions of 
victimhood, understanding the experiences of all, without promoting one dominant narrative 
is ideal. Table 4.6 presents the policy documents included in this study and the ways that they 
do (and do not) fulfil human rights principles.  
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Table 0.2: Policy documentation and Human Rights Critique Australia 
Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of 
Document 
Geographical 
Location in 
Australia: 
Human 
Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
NSW Domestic & 
Family Violence 
Reform 2016-2021 
Policy 
Document 
NSW, 
Australia 
Universality, 
Indivisibility, 
Participation, 
Accountability, 
Transparency, 
Non-
Discrimination 
= Yes and Now 
No (this quote does not meet any human rights standards according to NESRI, as it prioritises and dismisses 
the experiences of some groups): We recognise that both men and women can use violence. However, the 
majority of violence in Australia is perpetrated by men against women. 
Yes (this quote embodies NESRI standards): Family and domestic violence can affect people of any 
background, but research suggests that some individuals and groups are more vulnerable. These include:  
• Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Australians, and the situation can also be complicated by 
other factors such as historical trauma, women from culturally and linguistically diverse 
backgrounds, especially newly-arrived immigrants and refugees with language barriers, people 
needing care, such as people with disability, people who identify as lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
transgender or intersex, young women, pregnant women and women with children, and , people 
living in remote communities where there are fewer or no local supports available. 
Calling it What it 
Really is 
Policy 
Document 
NSW, Australia Universality, 
Indivisibility, 
Participation, 
Accountability, 
Transparency, 
Non-
Discrimination 
= Yes and Now 
Yes(this quote embodies NESRI standards): Defining domestic and family violence in LGBTIQ communities 
as ‘same-sex domestic violence’ conflates sexuality with gender identity and means that transgender, gender 
diverse and intersex people might miss education, prevention and early intervention approaches. A 
heterosexual or straight identity is not the opposite of, or mutually exclusive of being LGBTIQ as many 
transgender, gender diverse and intersex people can and do identify as heterosexual or straight. 
Yes (this quote embodies NESRI standards):: ‘It would be great to see more mainstream services work to 
better support the GLBTIQ community and deliver support around domestic violence. ’Training for staff in 
mainstream services so that they are not homophobic; services that do not assume that all women escaping 
domestic violence are heterosexual and that all perpetrators are men.’ 
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Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of 
Document 
Geographical 
Location in 
Australia: 
Human 
Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
Yes(this quote embodies NESRI standards): Further education on inclusive language is necessary, and 
acknowledgement and understanding that LGBTIQ communities are not homogenous and particularly that 
people connecting as LGBTIQ may or may not be in a same gender relationship. Services must ensure they 
use inclusive, appropriate and affirming language in order to welcome transgender, gender diverse and 
intersex people, and not marginalise them 
No: For LGBTIQ people, the challenge is heightened due to the dominant cisgender heterosexual discourse 
in domestic violence campaigns, publications and literature, and enduring ignorance towards domestic 
violence in relationships involving same gender attracted, transgender, gender diverse and intersex people. 
The survey findings reflect this, with participants reporting struggles in identifying their experiences as 
domestic violence. 
No: Even where participants were able to recognise domestic violence, many expressed that they had been 
unaware of the existence of specialist services for LGBTIQ people. This largely resulted in survey participants 
indicating that they had felt unsupported, marginalised and powerless to escape domestic violence. Those 
who had accessed mainstream services often found these services had difficulties responding appropriately 
to their experience of domestic violence. 
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Human Rights Summary 
Policy documents offered some interesting insight. For example, the NSW Blueprint reform 
said they recognise silent groups, such as LGBTIQ people, but further state that the majority of 
violence is committed by men at women. While this may be true, it does not uphold human rights 
obligations for these other silent groups. Calling it what it really is embodies all human rights 
standards for NESRI, where they give practical explanations and solutions for LGBTIQ IPV 
inclusive practices. Calling it what it really is did find that LGBTIQ-identifying people are unaware 
of current services. Further, they note a lack of participation as the dominant cis-gender and 
heteronormative practices within Australia. While this is problematic, the overall inclusive nature 
of this document meets human rights equitable standards based on NESRI.  
Legislation 
Government and The Royal Commission 
In 2015, the Victorian government of Australia launched a Royal Commission into the issue 
of family violence. The commission focused on all aspects of family and domestic violence as well 
as, all victims who are experiencing this issue. This study focused on the LGBTIQ component of 
this report to assist in answering the research questions. In this respect the Commission document 
as per Table 4.7 Error! Reference source not found.exemplifies the ideals of human rights, 
and further reinforces the issues which LGBTIQ people face as victims. The document includes 
recommendations for organisations expand their capacity through research, training and 
education in order to scale up their services and thus become more inclusive. 
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Table 0.3: The Victorian Royal Commission and Human Rights Critique 
Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of 
Document 
Geographical 
Location in 
Australia: 
Human Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
Royal Commission into 
Family Violence 2016: Volume 
5, Chapter 30: Lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, transgender and 
intersex communities 
Official 
Government 
Investigation & 
Report 
Victoria, Australia Universality: Yes  
Indivisibility: Yes  
Participation:  Yes 
& No 
Accountability: Yes 
Equity & Non-
Discrimination: 
Yes & No 
Yes: “The Commission recognises the need for greater community 
awareness of the needs of LGBTI people in relation to family violence. 
Greater attention by police, the courts and family violence services is also 
needed. We recommend the development of LGBTI-specific resources, 
programs and community education campaigns to improve awareness 
and understanding of family violence in this context. The Commission 
also recommends improvements to family violence services to respond to 
the needs of people in these communities.” 
 
Yes: Others identified the Rainbow Tick as another way of encouraging 
family violence services to better accommodate the needs of LGBTI 
people. Organisations that successfully pass through an accreditation 
process are awarded a Rainbow Tick to show that they offer a safe and 
inclusive place for LGBTI people to seek help. There are six standards 
against which a service can be formally accredited to demonstrate LGBTI-
inclusive practice and service delivery: 
• organisational capability  
• consumer consultation 
• LGBTI cultural safety 
• disclosure and documentation 
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Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of 
Document 
Geographical 
Location in 
Australia: 
Human Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
• professional development 
• access and intake 
No (Meets NESRI Standards, however, highlights how exclusive 
Australian society is towards the issue): “The Commission was informed 
that promoting education about family violence in LGBTI communities 
and the broader community is an important part of preventing family 
violence.  Limited prevention strategies specific to LGBTI communities 
exist. Many prevention strategies focus solely on heterosexual intimate 
partner relationships Gay and Lesbian Health Victoria submitted that 
‘education initiatives need to be developed and resourced that specifically 
target the LGBTI community’ as ‘[t]he need to address the gaps that exist 
in current prevention education programs available to the general 
community is urgent’. This would require increased funding of inclusive 
family violence awareness campaigns and early intervention programs.” 
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Criminal Legislation 
 The Crimes (Domestic and Personal Violence) Act 2007 No. 80 (is the most current 
legislative document within its 80th amended review) which, outlines fundamental premises for 
punishing violent and harassing behaviours, which is vital for policing and other criminal justice 
institutions. This legislation falls in line with human rights, however, it alludes more towards rules 
for harassment over partner violence in relation to LGBTIQ people. It is likely that revisions are 
required to encompass all forms of violence, including IPV, that LGBTIQ-identifying people 
experience. Despite this, the Crimes Act (2007) specifies that understanding someone’s 
experience of harassment should consider a person's race, sexuality, ethnicity, religion, gender 
identity and biological sex. While there is recognition of sexuality and gender diversity amongst 
other intersecting identities the term harassment is far less powerful or representative of LGBTIQ 
peoples’ experiences of violence in their daily lives as well as with intimate partners. 
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Table 0.4: Legislation and Human Rights Critique 
Document/Article/Title 
Reference: 
Type of 
Document 
Geographical 
Location in 
Australia: 
Human Rights 
Critique 
Example: 
Crimes (Domestic and 
Personal Violence) 
Act 2007 No 80 
Legislation New South 
Wales, 
Australia 
Universality: Yes  
Indivisibility: Yes  
Participation:  Yes 
& No 
Accountability: Yes 
Non-
Discrimination: 
Yes & No 
“21 Referral of matters to mediation (1) At any time when considering 
whether to make an apprehended personal violence order or after 
making such an order, a court may refer the protected person and the 
defendant for mediation under the Community Justice Centres Act 
1983. (2) A matter is not to be referred to mediation under this section 
if the court is of the opinion that: (a) there has been a history of 
physical violence to the protected person by the defendant, or (b) the 
protected person has been subjected to conduct by the defendant 
amounting to a personal violence offence, or (c) the protected person 
has been subjected to conduct by the defendant amounting to an 
offence under section 13, or (d) the defendant has engaged in conduct 
amounting to harassment relating to the protected person’s race, 
religion, homosexuality, transgender status, HIV/AIDS infection or 
disability, or (e) there has been a previous attempt at mediation in 
relation to the same matter and the attempt was not successful.” 
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Human Rights Summary 
Legislation and Government documents were investigated in this section. The Crimes (Domestic 
and Personal) Act 2007 no. 80 did not meet human rights standards. Notably, it failed to discuss 
the range of experience and intensity of violence experienced by LGBTIQ people. Instead it 
presented their violence experiences within the category of harassment. Further, it failed to 
discuss LGBTIQ DV/FV/IPV in any context. This is particularly salient as framing LGBTIQ 
experiences of violence as harassment minimizes and makes invisible the importance of the issue 
and fails to meet human rights standards. Given that legislative acts help determine sentencing 
guidelines the Criminal Justice System cannot effectively address LGBTIQ IPV if the concept is 
not explicitly recognised at a Federal level in the first instance. In line with the need to improve 
visibility, the Royal Commission into Family and Domestic Violence offered insightful and 
practical solutions, such as increasing LGBTIQ awareness and acceptance across the broader 
Australian society. Notably, the police, criminal justice system and family violence services must 
engage with and support LGBTIQ IPV research, advocacy and concepts of equity and cultural 
competence. In this way inclusive policies and legislation can have greater impact on Australian 
public discourses and ensure human rights standards are met in LGBTIQIPV management.  
Summary of the Findings 
 
The findings present variance in the inclusivity of LGBTIQ people within public discourses on IPV. 
For the most part the documents reviewed demonstrate an inclusive and human rights based 
approach to LGBTIQ IPV management. However, in some areas of public discourse there is still a 
proclivity to associate sexuality and gender diversity with negative connotations, including being 
inherently inclined to more diseases or mental health problems (Dyer 2017). This rhetoric is 
counteracted within advocacy programs that acknowledge LGBTIQ people and support their 
engagement with DV/FV/IPV services (e.g., 1800RESPECT and Lifeline). These initiatives could 
not be possible without substantial Government funding to include a range of marginalised 
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populations. This approach recognises IPV as a human rights issue and intersectionality as central 
to recognising, reducing and addressing LGBTIQ IPV.  This is reinforced by the Victorian Royal 
Commission document that reiterates the restrictions of heteronormative frameworks and models 
for managing IPV. This understanding should be reflected in legislation, like the Crimes Act 
(2007) by recognising the frequency and intensity of violence experienced by LGBTIQ people more 
generally and in intimate relationships specifically. Acknowledging that LGBTIQ peoples’ 
experiences are more than harassment ensures that the criminal justice system reframes their 
constructions around LGBTIQ IPV and the way it is dealt with by that system.  
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Chapter 5: Discussion 
This study aimed to investigate how Australian public discourse frame victims of IPV and whether 
these discourses are LGBTIQ inclusive. To that end this thesis explored literature in the form of 
peer reviewed journal articles, non-grey literature (newspapers) and grey literature (advocacy, 
policy and legislative documents). Human rights (NESRI 2016) theory was used to assess the level 
to which the findings aligned with human rights principles of Universality, Indivisibility, 
Participation, Accountability, Transparency and Non-Discrimination. Intersectionality theory 
(Crenshaw 1993) has also been applied to assist with interpreting the findings and is the focus of 
this chapter which aims to answer the final question of this thesis: What role can intersectionality 
play in identifying and increasing the inclusion of LGBTIQ people in IPV discourses in print 
media, legislation, policy, and advocacy? To that end this chapter syntheses and interprets the 
findings of the systematic literature review and the findings of the qualitative content analysis. 
The chapter also discusses the barriers and facilitators to LGBTIQ inclusive discourses and their 
implications on the fulfilment of anti-violence human rights principles. In addition, this chapter 
also provides recommendations for media, policy, advocacy, legislation and research (see also 
Appendix 2 for the LGBTIQ IPV Info Sheet derived from this project). 
Main findings of the current study: 
Currently, LGBTIQ IPV dynamics are underrepresented in Australian public discourse (Leonard 
et al. 2008; Campo & Tayton 2015: Fileborn & Horsley 2015). Notably, IPV in Australia is framed 
as primarily a phenomenon of heterosexual relationships (Campo & Tayton 2015). This 
heteronormative perspective only validates one victim/perpetrator model with men as the only 
perpetrators and women as the only victims (Campo & Tayton 2015). Contrary to hegemonic 
sexuality and relationship norms, this study found that many other groups suffer from a severe 
lack of equal representation (Leonard et al. 2008; Simpson & Helfrich 2014; Ijoma 2018). In 
addition to the exclusion of LGBTIQ people from mainstream representations of IPV, culturally 
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and linguistically diverse people, Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders, and heterosexual men 
also suffer from a lack of representation within mainstream discourses on partner violence.  
Media 
Within this study, the media did not present as a major theme both within the systematic 
review and qualitative content analysis. Cannon, Lauve-Moon and Buttell (2015) suggest that the 
media is a powerful institution which helps construct ideologies of masculinity, femininity and by 
extension sexuality. Some results outline the push for changing our current ideologies such as 
Barraclough (2016) who notes that inclusion must occur especially for silenced groups LGBTIQ 
and that media is one way of supporting this. In print media the proclivity to promote detrimental 
constructions of LGBTIQ people persisted (Dyer, 2017). Little however, was said in the literature 
about how exactly the media could change towards a more inclusive and human rights based 
approach for LGBTIQ people and more specifically demonstrating a variety of experiences 
regarding IPV. However, given the role of the media as noted by many scholars across many areas 
of knowledge, media has a central role in challenging public discourses (Estese and Weber 2017). 
Through media a shift from traditional and conservative attitudes is possible and can be seen in 
progressive representations of disability (Atypical, Netflix 2018), race and ethnicity (Redfern 
Now, Blackfella Films) and ageing (The Bucket List, Warner Brothers) to name a few. Unlike in 
other forms of discourse media has the advantage of quickly displaying and representing 
intersectionality across a number of platforms in ways that acknowledge the challenges and 
resilience of living with multiple marginalised identities and in meaningful ways. 
Advocacy 
Despite understanding how advocacy shapes and influences people’s opinions and attitudes 
the results of the systematic review and the content analysis data produced differential 
representations of advocacy inclusivity. In the systematic review results, advocacy did not feature 
in any of the included papers as a major theme. Only one paper from the systematic review (Morrin 
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2014) alluded to the importance of advocacy. The data included in the content analysis made 
explicit reference to advocacy across many areas of life from the individual to the systemic. 
Importantly, advocacy was integral to victim representation in anti-violence campaigns with 
advocacy inclusive of all people being more LGBTIQ inclusive. This recognition of intersectionality 
was particularly absent from the White Ribbon campaign which aims to address violence against 
women perpetrated by men. This aim fails to acknowledge the experiences of women with multiple 
marginalised identities (e.g., lesbian women, transwomen and non-gender conforming females). 
This also undermines the experiences of men who experience multiple levels of marginalisation 
and limited access to most services as a result (e.g., gay man, transmen, CALD and Indigenous 
men). Heteronormative frameworks in advocacy were challenged in one of the newspaper articles 
(Barraclough, 2016) however it is acknowledged that such change is difficult. Barraclough (2016) 
asked, “Which politician will take this issue on in Australia? Who will stand up and say we must 
tackle domestic violence effectively -- starting with unbiased research, not anti-men policy?” (p. 
1). Although advocacy is used to stand up for injustice the creation of an anti-men sentiment and 
by extension anti-LGBTIQ sentiment reduces societies ability to recognise and address IPV for 
many women and men (Rose 2003; Hill et al. 2012; Frankland & Brown 2014; Calton, Cattaneo & 
Gebhard 2016). As such, having only one framework is no longer satisfactory. Changing the 
language and therefore target groups within advocacy to be more inclusive requires greater 
societal attention (refer to Appendix 2 for further information).   
Government and Service Delivery 
The present study found that current government and service delivery for LGBTIQ remains 
problematic as the current response and treatment of DV/FV/IPV is insufficient. For example, 
some scholars (Leonard et al. 2008; Campo & Tayton 2015) found that LGBTIQ people believe 
there are minimal supports and there are few (if any) services for them to seek out. The findings 
demonstrate the need to increase community engagement and acceptance (Leonard et al. 2008; 
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Campo & Tayton 2015; Ijoma 2018). For instance, community engagement can help remove 
institutional barriers and increase a willingness to report to police. The engagement of community 
at various levels promotes intersectionality across organisations, systems and stakeholders to 
reducing the siloing of service delivery and encourage a more human rights based approach to IPV 
support.  This links to other studies that discuss the need for support from outside the LGBTIQ 
community as a means of primary prevention – a task of all services not just those focused on 
LGBTIQ people (Campo & Tayton 2015; Leonard et al. 2008; Simpson & Helfrich 2014). Scholars 
note that LGBTIQ community engagement requires a fundamental cultural shift as historical 
prejudices and discrimination towards the LGBTIQ has been detrimental (Simpson & Helfrich 
2014; Leonard et al. 2008; Morin 2014). As such, the Royal Commission Victoria “recognises the 
need for greater community awareness of the needs of LGBTI people concerning family violence” 
including “more attention from police, the courts and family violence services”. Although they 
“recommend the development of LGBTI-specific resources, programs, and community education 
campaigns to improve awareness and [contextual] understanding”, this reinforces that it is a 
LGBTIQ issue to be addressed at many levels within a society.  
 The NSW Domestic and Family Violence Blueprint for Reform 2016-2021, places emphasis 
on early intervention initiatives. However, it is acknowledged that some groups like LGBTIQ, 
Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islanders and, culturally and linguistically diverse groups experience 
higher and more hidden levels of violence. With the intersections of race, class, gender, sexuality 
and so forth, Potter (2016) suggests that unless one explicitly states whom the framework applies 
to service are then directed to the default dominant group’s needs. Institutions therefore have a 
long way to go before they are entirely LGBTIQ inclusive. Leonard et al. (2008) stress that a good 
place to start is by evaluating current governmental approaches and attitudes. In addition, the 
creation of policies which encompass all victims of IPV equally and advocate fairly and equitably.  
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Service Location and Funding 
Service location is crucial to all victims of violence. However, the provision of adequate 
services for all is heavily reliant on funding. Contrary to heterosexual women's DV, LGBTIQ IPV 
receives limited funding. Notably, the Royal Commission in Victoria (2015, p. 154) found: “the 
limited LGBTI-specific family violence support services that do exist are fragmented, have 
inadequate funding, and are limited or non-existent in rural, regional and remote areas”. This 
statement suggests the need to either increase the scope and LGBTIQ competency of pre-existing 
services, in addition to recognising other areas of identity intersections (Miller & Irvin 2017; 
Simpson & Helfrich 2014). However, funding dictates where services are located, their clientele 
and their capacity to extend service delivery beyond one particular group for example heterosexual 
women. Within New South Wales the absence of “specialist services in rural and regional areas” 
and confirmed existing knowledge about the “lack of available services for the LGBTIQ community 
outside of Sydney and key regional centres such as Lismore, Newcastle and Wollongong” requires 
attention, and by extension adequate funding (N.D. 2014). Therefore, to increase the inclusiveness 
of victims, rural areas must either meet the needs of LGBTIQ people through specialist services or 
increase the abilities of mainstream services.  
  Calton, Cattaneo and Gebhard (2016) and Oswald, Fonseca and Hardesty (2010) previously 
mentioned the lack of service placement as an institutional barrier, especially for LGBTIQ victims. 
Equally, those who experience more intersectional oppressions for example: black, lesbian 
women, coming from underserved communities, have an increased likelihood of experiencing 
institutional barriers as opposed to those who live in LGBTIQ enclaves (Calton, Cattaneo & 
Gebhard 2016; Oswald, Fonseca & Hardesty 2010). As previously mentioned, Calton, Cattaneo 
and Gebhard (2016) reinforce the importance of regular governmental review. If services are 
receiving funding, they should indicate how they will increase their capacity to support all victims 
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equally. Equity is a cornerstone of human rights which is not only ensuring someone has the right 
to self-determination but also ensuring they have protection and safety.  
Policy 
The current discourse in policy reinforces the importance of education and inclusive 
language by suggesting that “further education on inclusive language is necessary, and 
acknowledgement and understanding that LGBTIQ communities are not homogenous and 
particularly that LGBTIQ people may or may not be in a same-sex/gender relationship” (n.a. 
2014).  As such, it is vital that inclusive language is used to challenge heteronormative Australian 
discourses. Morin (2018) reinforces that the discourse surrounding LGBTIQ IPV can be 
precarious. To achieve inclusivity, some places within America have removed referring to victims 
and offenders based upon their gender or sexuality within IPV legislation. Changing the narrative 
of who has the “right” to obtain classification as a victim remains contentious within the Australian 
climate (Campo & Tayton 2015). Although the portrayal of victims is heteronormative, altering 
terminology it a start in recognising that not all groups are homogenous  
  Although the Royal Commission demonstrated high levels of LGBTIQ inclusivity, the 
Australian Bureau of Statistics (ABS) place LGBTIQ people in a precarious position, as the Royal 
Commission of Victoria found: “The Australian Bureau of Statistics’ Personal Safety Survey does 
not collect data on lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex identity.” Moreover, this 
undermines the legitimacy of the ABS and subsequently contradicts the survey data collection. 
Campo and Tayton (2015) expand further by stating that if one’s biological sex is the only collected 
variable society will automatically assume the victims are heterosexual. The silencing of this issue 
reinforces hidden identities and repeats the marginalisation process. What is surprising from this 
quote is that something as important as sexuality is regards as irrelevant to understanding the 
experiences of all Australians. This further solidifies the importance of understanding experience 
Are Australian Public Discourses on Intimate Partner Violence LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
 
115 
through an intersectional framework, our many identities of self are important. To silence specific 
parts of human identity (race, class, sexuality etc.) ignores opportunities for inclusivity.  
Legislation 
The study found that current legislative approaches within Australia are conservative, 
especially in terms of recognising diversity, and cultural competence (Campo & Tayton 2015). For 
example, current Australian government legislation needs to become more inclusive and recognise 
the importance of having diverse laws to encompass all individuals and protect them against harm 
from each other and the system. The Crimes (Personal and Domestic) Act 2007 no. 80 addresses 
harassment more so than protection of partner violence for sexually diverse peoples. The Crimes 
Act notes, “Discretion to refuse to issue process in apprehended personal violence order matters 
(1) An authorised officer or a Registrar may, in accordance with this section, refuse to issue process 
where an application for an apprehended personal violence order is made unless the application 
was made by a police officer…harassment relating to the protected person’s race, religion, 
homosexuality, transgender status, HIV/AIDS infection or disability”. Intersectionality helps to 
determine if the phenomenon in question is addressed with equity in mind across systems, 
institutions and of course diverse groups. However, the Crimes (Domestic and Personal) Act 2007 
no. 80 does not explicitly consider LGBTIQ identifying people as experiencing often higher and 
more severe (especially transwomen) partner violence.  
Scholars support this claim by specifying that heteronormative biases are prevalent within 
current Australian legislation for LGBTIQ IPV (Leonard et al. 2008; Campo & Tayton 2015).  
Cannon and Buttell (2015) discuss the omnipresence of the illusion of inclusion in legislation or 
policy documents that allude to inclusivity. However, due to their ambiguous discourse they may 
suffer from misrepresentation and perpetuate discrimination especially towards marginalised 
communities. This illusion of inclusion is apparent within Australian where the Australian 
Government has endorsed a 12-year action plan with objectives that seek to protect and advance 
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the recognition of women and children as victims of DV. Notably, “The National Plan provides a 
coordinated framework to improve the scope, focus and the effectiveness of the government’s 
actions, ensuring women and their children receive the support and information they need”. 
Within the plan there is no mention of LGBTIQ people. The National Plan creates a hierarchy that 
undermines a human rights and/or intersectional framework. The plan maintains divisive 
frameworks that place women at the forefront - heterosexual women that is, not bisexual or 
lesbians’ women or even those women who do not conform to ‘traditional’ gender identifiers.   
Policing and Criminal Justice  
The historical treatment of LGBTIQ people at the hand of police agencies has been 
problematic; LGBTIQ people are subject to oppressive regimes. Understanding the historical 
impacts which shape contemporary attitudes and subsequently, dictate present-day engagement 
from both groups must gain recognition as a mitigating factor (Leonard et al. 2008; Simpson & 
Helfrich 2014).  The Royal Commission in Victoria (2015) found “that LGBTI communities have a 
deep historical mistrust of the police and the legal system”. This attitude was reflected both within 
the systematic review as well as, the non-grey and grey literature results. Such as, the belief that 
gay and lesbian IPV may not be taken as seriously as heterosexual male offender/female 
perpetrator IPV (Russell & Sturgeon 2018), or the belief held by police that the violence may be 
mutually consensual.  
Many scholars (Campo & Tayton 2015; Leonard et al. 2008; Simpson & Helfrich 2014) 
reinforce that the heteronormative  approach to managing IPV reduces LGBTIQ reporting thus 
undermining the validity of statistical data. Simpson and Helfrich (2014), Leonard et al. (2008) 
and Morrin (2014) all stress that despite the continual refinement of current policing approaches, 
policing organisations must be aware of the historical and contemporary vilification of LGBTIQ 
people that restrict the willingness of these populations to interact with police. Some scholars 
(Parry & O’Neal 2015; Dwyer & Hotten 2009; Kay & Jefferies 2010; Fileborn 2012, as cited in 
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Campo & Tayton 2015, p. 6) stress how unwillingness to come forward as victims stems from the 
perceived inability to be taken seriously, alienation and, police discrimination. This sense was 
supported by Morin (2014) who found that police officers are less likely to take LGBTIQ IPV as 
seriously as heterosexual women experiencing violence. Notably, LGBTIQ partner violence is 
framed as “mutually consensual abuse”. To rectify this issue a shift in values and attitudes more 
broadly is needed as LGBTIQ inclusivity still  meets social and institutional resistance. 
The current rhetoric exemplifies not only the dismissal of LGBTIQ people but also 
ignorance associated with the need to represent diverse victims. The Family and Domestic 
Violence Strategy reinforces a traditional position by stating: “We recognise that both men and 
women can use violence. However, the majority of violence in Australia is perpetrated by men 
against women”. The dominance of heteronormative performance and acceptance restricts 
opportunities for diversity and intersectionality.  
  Instead of also framing men as victims public discourse dismisses male experiences of 
victimhood, they support what is known and ignore what is not known – from an intersectionality 
perspective what is not known may in fact be the majority of people’s IPV experiences. These 
authors (Leonard et al. 2008; Cannon & Buttell 2015; Campo & Tayton 2015) reinforce that 
divisionary tactics between heterosexual and LGBTIQ are damaging, and limits societies ability to 
move forward. Prioritising heteronormative frameworks of IPV may seem more ‘natural’ to some 
as public discourses reinforce negative constructions of LGBTIQ people (Ball 2016). Recognising 
the status of all IPV/DV/FV victims needs greater attention in Australia, as everyone deserves 
recognition of their experience irrespective of their identity.   
Recommendations 
Education 
Promoting inclusivity for LGBTIQ requires an educational foundation from an appropriate 
schooling age (Morrow & Hawxhurst 1989). This can occur through education around LGBTIQ 
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relationships. As the Royal Commission of Victoria states “The Commission was informed that 
promoting education about family violence in LGBTI communities and the broader community is 
an important part of preventing family violence”. Moreover, educating individuals broadly about 
how violence in relationships does not discriminate based on gender or sexuality is required as 
“[t]he need to address the gaps that exist in current prevention education programs available to 
the general community is urgent”. Morrow and Hawxhurst (1989) reinforce the importance of 
education as it helps dispel myths which surround who victims and offenders can be. If 
preventative measures are to gain traction, a national conversation must occur in ways that 
include the larger Australian community and not kept and framed only within the LGBTIQ 
community.  
To operationalise LGBTIQ IPV inclusivity education to increase awareness and competency across 
institutions and systems must be the driving factor (Leonard et al. 2008; Campo & Tayton 2015; 
Cannon & Buttell 2015; Morrin 2014; Ijoma 2018). Morrin (2014) found that for legislation 
removing gender specific language was a vital step for providing LGBTIQ victims the same 
protection as heterosexual women. Educating policy makers to recognise that other diverse groups 
can be victims is vital for inclusive discourse. Print media is one area which recognises that 
LGBTIQ IPV exists, however, in some instances (Dyer 2017) contextualises the experiences of this 
community as inherent to being LGBTIQ. While others are helping to dispel these myths 
(Barraclough 2016) there is still a long way to go. The “media” as an institution has the platform 
and resources to promote all victims equally and should be able to do so with relative ease (Estese 
& Webber 2017). Lastly, inclusive advocacy must occur for example, while White Ribbon 
advertises that it is a man’s responsibility to end violence against women (Kauffman 2002). They 
have the platform to say that anyone can be a victim of violence which includes LGBTIQ people, 
people with disabilities, the young and old, Indigenous Australians and CALD people. As these are 
hidden groups, they require attention and equal elevation. For this to occur, advocacy must also 
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ensure accessibility of information which will dispel myths and educate understanding that 
anyone can be a victim.  
The more intersecting identities one has, the more likely they are to experience 
discrimination and suffer from inclusive discourse. This study provides an opportunity for future 
research to explore the nuances of experience in terms of victim representation, how everyday 
Australians may view who a victim and offender may be. As well as, challenge the heteronormative 
assumptions of Service Providers, Criminal Justice Agencies, Allied Health Agencies as well as 
those within the Medical Field (Doctors and Nurses). Finding out the opinions and attitudes held 
by representatives within these institutions may hold some insight into why or if inclusive 
attitudes are not changing and remaining within traditional understandings. As this study 
reinforces that anyone can be a victim of partner violence, however, the more intersecting 
identities one holds, the less likely they are to receive recognition, assistance and justice.  
 
Strengths and Limitations 
This study is strengthened by its interdisciplinary approach to investigate how a crime (IPV) as 
experienced by a marginalised population (LGBTIQ people) is framed and managed across a range 
of socio-political levels. It questions who may or may not be perceived as a victim and who may or 
may not be perceived as an offender. The study also acknowledges the ways that intersecting 
identities influence experiences of IPV and its management. Challenging the traditional 
understandings of victimhood supports more robust conversations into inclusivity and centralises 
the experiences of marginalised populations. Importantly, this project draws on ideologies from 
several disciplines to understand a complex issue. Notably, this study used intersectionality and 
human rights theories as well as concepts from criminology, health and sociology, to address how 
inclusive of LGBTIQ people public discourses on intimate partner violence in Australia are. 
Although there are many strengths of this study there are also limitations. Firstly, the study 
was conducted within the context of a one-year thesis program. As a result,  time constraints meant 
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that the perspectives of individuals could not be collected given limited time for ethics approval, 
data collection and data analysis. Second, the non-grey literature search was conducted within one 
database. While ProQuest include over 100 other databases it could be argued that conducting the 
search in other databases could have provided alternative results relevant to this study. The same 
could be said about the use of Google to search for the most relevant and prevalent grey literature 
documents. Again other databases could have been used to draw up all relevant content 
irrespective of their prevalence in Australian public discourse. Despite these limitations, the non-
grey and grey literature explored in this thesis provides a snapshot into LGBTIQ IPV inclusivity in 
Australia.  
Summary 
Australian society tends to be conservative in many aspects of life. The discussion chapter 
highlights that this remains the case with heterosexual women being the central focus of IPV 
discourse. However, much has changed that has increased LGBTIQ inclusivity in IPV discourses. 
In doing so their experiences of IPV are increasingly recognised. Sadly, however their experiences 
are not given equal support or engagement as indicated in the print-media, policy, advocacy and 
legislative documents included in this thesis. Current practices for punishing offenders and 
promoting who victims may or may not be are inconsistent. This legitimises the use of 
intersectionality theory as a way of not only understanding but also engaging with the needs of 
marginalised populations. Approaching DV/FV/IPV using a heteronormative framework 
invalidates LGBTIQ people’s experiences and implies that gender-conforming groups are superior 
and more deserving of their human rights. As such, a silent competition emerges which is ripe 
with myths indicating the need for inclusive education at all levels of society, institutions and 
systems. Intersectionality highlights how paradoxical current approaches are when at the end of 
the day anyone who suffers from abuse at the hands of their partner is a victim.  
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Chapter 6: Conclusion 
This study sought to explore whether Australian public discourses on intimate partner violence 
were LGBTIQ inclusive. In this concluding chapter a discussion of the role discourses play in 
relation to LGBTIQ IPV provides an important summary of the findings of the project.   
Are Australian Public Discourses on IPV LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
The current study highlights how written discourse shapes and influences perceptions of 
IPV victim and offender dynamics. Within the contemporary Australian environment surrounding 
IPV, the social and political landscape specifies that heterosexual women are the primary focus 
(Leonard et al. 2008; Campo & Tayton 2015). Moreover, the Australian Institute of Health and 
Welfare (2018) supports this focus as IPV causes more illness, disability and deaths than any other 
risk factor for women ages 25-44 (with the assumption of heterosexuality). While this is indeed 
true, other victims do exist but, they remain hidden from mainstream discussions. Inclusive and 
open dialogue surrounding LGBTIQ IPV are scarce, as exemplified by numerous scholars, 
spanning over many years (Morrow & Hawxhurst 1989; Rose 2003; Hill et al. 2012; Frankland & 
Brown 2014; Calton, Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016; Ijoma 2018). However, inclusive conversations 
which can shape the social and political to be more inclusive fails to comprehensively do so.  
Intimate Partner Violence is not a readily recognisable term in public and popular 
discourses in Australia. This study found that domestic and family violence were the preferable 
terms used to explain the experiences of LGBTIQ-identifying people (Leonard et al. 2008; Brown 
& Herman 2015; Campo & Tayton 2015). However, the preference given to these terms does not 
completely recognise or explain LGBTIQ experiences of partner violence (Brown & Herman 2015). 
The association between family violence and LGBTIQ-identifying people may be construed 
negatively (Frankland & Brown 2013). For example, this association may ignore that LGBTIQ 
people may not have a conventional family following disengagement from their blood relations 
who took their coming out badly (Cannon & Buttell 2015). The term family violence has 
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heteronormative connotations as LGBTIQ people’s family of choice are still met with resistance 
and vilification (Cannon & Buttell 2015). As such, society makes an implicit assumption that family 
refers to the nuclear family (mother, father and children). Such discourse fails to consider the 
nuanced experiences of LGBTIQ IPV – including outing by one’s partner as a form of violence 
(Leonard et al. 2008; Campo & Tayton 2015; Frankland & Brown 2014). Traditional 
understandings of family, victim and offender dynamics, as well as, sexuality influence current 
government and service delivery approaches (Brown & Herman; Yerke & DeFeo 2016). Which may 
be reflective of traditional understandings of partner violence (men are always the offender and 
women are always the victim), as this study highlights the traditional outlook undermines other 
forms of victim-offender dynamics. The term intimate partner violence is less exclusionary as it 
recognises violence within intimate relationships and holds less implied heterosexism (Campo & 
Tayton 2015) and may this be more acceptable to exploring, identifying and managing violence 
between partners across a range of intersecting demographics and identities.  
The reality is that anyone can be a victim meanwhile quantitative data from the Australian 
Bureau of Statistics does not include data on sexuality and gender diversity. Further, more 
questions surrounding other identifiers could be asked including race/ethnicity and disability 
status. Gorud (2014) explains that the misuse of statistics is commonplace across many 
institutions within society. Brown and Herman (2015) and Walters, Chen and Breiding (2011) note 
that heterosexual men have a 1 in 4 (29%) chance of victimisation; gay men 1 in 4 (26%), bisexual 
men 4 in 10 (37.3%), heterosexual women 1 in 3 (35%), lesbian women 4 in 10 (43.8), 6 in 10 
bisexual women (61.1%) chances of victimisation. However, outside of heterosexual women victim 
statistics, these other groups remain hidden. As a result, political and social representatives 
(politicians, journalists, news anchors) agendas continue to fail LGBTIQ-identifying people. 
Despite the unknown being far more significant in number these hidden victims’ statistics remain 
uncollected and unnoticed.  
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Within Australia, heteronormativity catalyses a hierarchy whereby heterosexuality 
presents itself as the only acceptable ‘norm’, the status quo, or the benchmark of intimate relations 
(Ball 2013). Power relations, in theory, require negotiation and then become 
performed/reproduced within society (Butler 2004). The current climate of LGBTIQ IPV 
inclusivity suffers because there is no negotiation, minimal (if at all) inclusive discourse and by 
extension, inclusive societal attitudes suffer a lack of performance and reproduction. An example 
which exemplifies an apparent lack of inclusivity is the NSW Blue Print reform 2012-2021 outlines 
the unequal power relations are not negotiable “we recognise both men and women can be victims, 
but the majority of victims are women at the hands of men”. As per the above, discourse shapes 
our political and social response to social issues. However, statements of this nature fail due to 
their assumption of heterosexuality, the dismissal of men being victims, and LGBTIQ-identifying 
individuals being victims (Messinger 2017; Alli, Dhingra & McGarry 2016; Ball 2016; Camp & 
Tayton 2015; Ayoub 2015; Plummer 2015). Discourses that perpetuate these messages may have 
the adverse effect of blocking LGBTIQ victims reporting their experiences of IPV (Lawson 2012).  
 LGBTIQ people are more likely to experience tolerance over acceptance (Holmes 2011). 
Notably, this tolerance represents a higher burden of responsibilisation to ensure their own 
personal safety. This presents two choices either conform to the dominate and ‘normal’ or reject 
it and be shunned – be ‘abnormal’ (Holmes 2011). Attitudes which shape discourse are not only 
reflective within the broader Australian context, but are reproduced within our social interactions 
with one another. For example, the more marginalised person in a relationship is more likely to 
experience discrimination but are also expected to be more responsible for their safety. This 
includes sex workers, drug users, Indigenous people and social welfare recipients to name a few 
(Lowthers et al. 2017; Orsini 2017; Cuneen & Tauri 2017; Fletcher et al. 2016). This is especially 
true in terms of how police respond to LGBTIQ related IPV, where Russell and Sturgeon (2018) 
found that police officers were more likely to view lesbian and gay IPV as mutually consenting 
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abuse, and treat heterosexual men’s victim experience as less serious. So these marginalised 
groups have no choice but to be more responsible for their own safety. 
Our ideologies are produced and reflected within all facets of Australian society. The 
collective normative and conservative beliefs have produced much discourse regarding whom a 
victim may or may not be. There is an assumption here that human sexuality is static and does not 
change throughout an individual’s life, for example, women can only ever be a lesbian or can only 
ever be straight (Plummer 2015). These ideologies ensure that diverse sexualities experience 
normative control, for purely epistemic reasons. This leads to the internalisation of such beliefs by 
LGBTIQ people who may begin to understand their victim experience as minor or that they were 
deserving of violence (Campo & Tayton 2015; Leonard et al. 2008; Simpson & Helfrich 2014). 
Further, the placement of LGBTIQ specific services questions the legitimacy and validation 
of experience. For example, Calling it what it really is (2014, p. 35) found majority of LGBTIQ 
services are in the Inner West (a high socioeconomic area) but are missing from regional centres 
such as Newcastle, Lismore and Wollongong to name a few. While other states such as Victoria 
are developing mobile based applications to report instances of IPV. In Queensland, funding has 
been committed to train frontline responders to deal with LGBTIQ IPV victim/offender dynamics. 
However, there are still issues with distribution of services which disadvantages LGBTIQ people 
with experiences of IPV who do not live in these LGBTIQ focused areas (Selinger-Morris 2018). 
As can be seen, there remains a lack of inclusive discourse which is maintained across media, 
policy, legislation and advocacy both in what is said and what is not said (Leonard et al. 2008; 
Cannon & Buttell 2015; Morrin 2014; Calton, Cattaneo & Gebhard 2016; Ijoma 2018).   
Conclusive Remarks 
 Human sexuality is diverse and enriching but always put under normative control.  
Throughout history, LGBTIQ individuals have experienced many challenges. These challenges 
persist in the realm of IPV. Importantly, IPV is a pervasive form of abuse which does not 
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discriminate by ones’ sexuality, gender identity, religion, ethnicity, race, class, or social position.  
However, Australian society prioritises one group of victims over all others - heterosexual women. 
While women should rightfully receive support for the extensive abuses they face daily, this should 
not be to the exclusion of other victims such as LGBTIQ people. However, much of the statistics 
available on IPV does not fully encompass the unique experiences and spectrum of encounters 
LGBTIQ people have concerning partner violence. Understanding the importance of human rights 
in the context of IPV is integral for determining how inclusive IPV discourse within Australia are 
towards LGBTIQ individuals. There is an undercurrent of treating LGBTIQ individuals as deviant, 
somewhat tolerated but mostly invisible or purposely hidden. When Australian society portrays 
DV and FV victims, it is generally within the male perpetrator/female victim dynamic, and 
intersectionality theory dictates that unless explicitly specified, the default assumption is the 
dominant group, in this instance white heterosexual women, as the only victims. Aligned with this 
dominant framework the finding suggests that all facets of society play into this stereotype.  
In Australia, LGBTIQ individuals face different barriers, and this stems foremost from the 
treatment and attitudes of gender and sexual identity. Poor representation of diverse gender and 
sexual identities portrays LGBTIQ individuals negatively. As a result, this community faces 
discrimination based on an association with disease, mental health issues, and HIV/AIDS.  These 
pervasive and negative associations perpetuate constructions of LGBTIQ individuals with 
anything negative, thus shaping LGBTIQ IPV victims’ experiences, and creating barriers to 
reporting and inclusive advocacy campaigns. When advocacy expands its narrative, this would 
show greater acceptance for reporting, and removing the gender and sexuality barriers. 
This study has highlighted the damage promoting one group of victims has over another, 
and due to the indiscriminate nature of IPV, aligning future directions of advocacy and 
representation portraying DV, FV and IPV requires redress. While not every experience of 
victimhood is the same, understanding the nuances of marginalised populations and 
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demonstrating cultural competence is vital. This is pertinent to understanding IPV reporting or 
lack thereof, the issues surrounding reporting, recording, and collecting statistics require 
consideration to specify that the unknown part of this problem is dangerous and misrepresented. 
Notwithstanding, the challenge for Australian public discourse to become more inclusive, 
lies within framing partner violence in terms of DV, FV, IPV to explain the experiences of all 
victims. While this framing should encourage higher levels of reporting, it would start 
conversations around inclusivity especially those who may not have a family, children, or be 
publicly identifying as LGBTIQ. Withal, this study did not initially seek out any other marginalised 
groups; however, the data reveals that Indigenous Australians, Culturally and Linguistically 
Diverse, heterosexual men, people with disabilities and the young and old are invisible within the 
public discourse of DV/FV/IPV. The importance of reinforcing human rights obligations to all 
human beings is vital because dismissing the experiences of one group means Australia is not 
protecting all human beings equally.   
IPV does not discriminate any victim and, it is a pervasive form of control used by 
perpetrators over their victims in any intimate relationship. IPV knows no gender, or sexuality, 
race, ethnicity, class, or biological sex.  Recognising respect as the overarching and driving factor 
must be at the forefront of all institutions to cater to both victims and offenders in IPV because if 
IPV is occurring, respect is lacking. Governments need to support this to show they are just as 
concerned with IPV as they are about terrorism. Where this includes adequate funding, support, 
and services to assist people in dire situations, if governments do not respect the diversity of their 
constituents, any form of IPV advocacy will not be inclusive of marginalised populations. Support 
and respect one group - support and respect all.  As, this is the cornerstone of human rights, which 
do not work unless people see each other as equal and deserving of respect and equality. 
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Appendix 1: Coding Tables 
Table Appendix 1.1: Coding table for all themes 
Parent Code:  Child Code: Quote: Themes Related to 
Intersectionality 
Government & 
Service 
Delivery: 
Programs: “A new program is empowering bystanders to recognise and intervene 
in domestic violence abuse situations. The MATE program launched 
with workshops for the AIDS Action Council, has been designed to 
teach community members how to recognise abuse and have the 
confidence to speak out and offer help. The people involved will then 
be accredited to go and teach the course themselves to the community 
groups and services they are involved in.” 
 
Source: Canberra domestic violence prevention program in 
helps bystanders interrupt abuse 
 
“MATE was based on an earlier program called "Mentors in Violence 
Prevention (MVP)", which was founded in the United States in 1993, 
and has a special focus on raising awareness about domestic violence 
in LGBTI relationships. "The LGBTIQ communities have, and still 
fight, for recognition under the law and a level of equality and 
recognition more broadly in the social context that sometimes it's hard 
to put your hand and say 'hey, we have [domestic violence] in our 
relationships'," Sue Webeck from the AIDS Action Council said.” 
 
Source: Canberra domestic violence prevention program in 
helps bystanders interrupt abuse 
Call for more programs to 
help.  
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Parent Code:  Child Code: Quote: Themes Related to 
Intersectionality 
 
“The Commission recognises the need for greater community 
awareness of the needs of LGBTI people in relation to family violence. 
Greater attention by police, the courts and family violence services is 
also needed. We recommend the development of LGBTI-specific 
resources, programs and community education campaigns to improve 
awareness and understanding of family violence in this context. The 
Commission also recommends improvements to family violence 
services to respond to the needs of people in these communities.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“Develop a NSW prevention and early intervention strategy to set a 
coordinated agenda for prevention and early intervention activities, 
including engagement with organisations representing Aboriginal 
people, people with disability, the lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, 
intersex and queer communities, and people from culturally and 
linguistically diverse backgrounds” 
 
NSW Domestic and Family Violence Blueprint for Reform 
2016-2021 
 
“An increased focus on primary prevention activities throughout NSW 
will likely result in a change in those community attitudes that 
contribute to domestic and family violence, and an eventual reduction 
in domestic and family violence perpetration. Effective primary 
prevention will require engagement with all communities across NSW, 
Are Australian Public Discourses on Intimate Partner Violence LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
 
150 
Parent Code:  Child Code: Quote: Themes Related to 
Intersectionality 
and in particular those groups at higher risk of experiencing domestic 
and family violence, such as Aboriginal communities, people with 
disability, culturally and linguistically diverse communities and 
lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, intersex and queer communities.” 
 
NSW Domestic and Family Violence Blueprint for Reform 
2016-2021 
 
“Early intervention initiatives aim to identify and support communities 
and individuals at higher risk of experiencing violence before they 
become victims and perpetrators of domestic violence. These 
communities include those who experience higher rates of violence 
than the general population, such as Aboriginal and Torres Strait 
Islander communities, people with disability, lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
transgender, intersex and queer communities, and people from 
culturally and linguistically diverse communities.” 
 
NSW Domestic and Family Violence Blueprint for Reform 
2016-2021 
 
Funding: “9 SEPTEMBER 2015 The NSW Government will deliver $115,000 in 
new funding to help tackle domestic and family violence (DFV) in the 
Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Transgender and Intersex (LGBTI) 
community.” 
 
Lack of financial aid 
undermines the legitimacy 
of  
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Parent Code:  Child Code: Quote: Themes Related to 
Intersectionality 
Source: Media Release ACON 
 
“The Commission was told, however, that the limited LGBTI–specific 
family violence support services that do exist are fragmented, have 
inadequate funding, and are limited or non-existent in rural, regional 
and remote areas. Accordingly, the Commission was told, there is a 
need for specialist LGBTI family violence services and capability 
building in existing services. It was submitted that there is an ‘urgent 
and on-going need to provide professional education on LGBTI-
related issues to the Victorian services sector that have responsibility 
for, or intersect with, family violence” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“In order to develop the necessary statewide LGBTI capacity the 
Victorian Government will need to fund and support the development 
of specific resources and programs for LGBTI communities, including 
for LGBTI perpetrators.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
Services: “Gay and Lesbian Health Victoria is calling for better-targeted 
training for family violence support services and the justice system.” 
 
Source: Support services fail to provide for special needs 
The types of services which 
are available are scarce in 
comparison to 
heterosexual women 
services 
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Parent Code:  Child Code: Quote: Themes Related to 
Intersectionality 
 
“Generally, services are indicating they haven't thought about [the 
LGBTI community] much or aren't confident," Dr Horsley said. 
She said support services needed specific training in dealing with the 
LGBTI community. However, she did acknowledge recent 
improvements in approach by Victoria Police.” 
 
Source: Support services fail to provide for special needs 
 
“Gay and Lesbian Health Victoria further submitted that LGBTI 
people’s ‘long-lived experience of abuse, violence and discrimination’ 
from the broader community, can result in ‘a high tolerance of 
violence in personal relationships and an unwillingness to seek help 
from services” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“According to Gay and Lesbian Health Victoria, the Rainbow Tick is 
currently under-used among family violence services: 
While mainstream services are showing increased interest in 
undertaking this workplace process, it remains the case that the 
family services sector remains significantly underrepresented among 
such organisations, and generally under-resourced to undertake such 
work. 
Drummond Street Services and the Victorian Aids Council submitted: 
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Parent Code:  Child Code: Quote: Themes Related to 
Intersectionality 
It is becoming more evident that the LGBTIQ community both require 
and want LGBTIQ specialist rather than mainstream services to better 
understand and meet their complex needs. We would argue that … 
LGBTIQ specific support services may well be more effective and 
provide safety. Several organisations operating in Victoria assist 
people from LGBTI communities, including in relation to family 
violence. For example, Gay and Lesbian Health Victoria, the Victorian 
Gay & Lesbian Rights Lobby and Drummond Street Services all 
provide some information to do with family violence. Fitzroy Legal 
Service runs a free LGBTIQ legal service every second Thursday night, 
focusing particularly on family law matters. Mensline also provides 
information for male victims of family violence, including those in 
same–sex relationships.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
Others identified the Rainbow Tick as another way of encouraging 
family violence services to better accommodate the needs of LGBTI 
people. Organisations that successfully pass through an accreditation 
process are awarded a Rainbow Tick to show that they offer a safe and 
inclusive place for LGBTI people to seek help. There are six standards 
against which a service can be formally accredited to demonstrate 
LGBTI-inclusive practice and service delivery: 
• organisational capability  
• consumer consultation 
• LGBTI cultural safety 
• disclosure and documentation 
• professional development 
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Parent Code:  Child Code: Quote: Themes Related to 
Intersectionality 
• access and intake 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“Homelessness is a serious risk for people who are coming out about 
their sexuality or gender identity to their family if the family does not 
accept that identification. A literature review carried out for the 
University of Adelaide reported that LGBTI people are over-
represented in homeless populations, often experience homophobia 
or transphobia in accommodation services, and suffer more adverse 
outcomes associated with homelessness.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“The Victorian Gay & Lesbian Rights Lobby submitted that there are 
limited, if any, appropriate emergency accommodation options 
available to LGBTI victims. It was unaware of any emergency 
accommodation for gay men experiencing family violence. It also 
observed that transgender women are refused crisis accommodation 
set aside for women if they have not had gender-reassignment 
surgery.137 The Safe Steps and No To Violence submission provided 
an example of a transgender man who was required to live as a 
woman in order to obtain services.138 The Commission was told that 
Kara House, which includes a women’s refuge, has provided support 
to several transgender clients.139 Same–sex attracted and gender 
diverse young people are particularly vulnerable to family violence 
and face specific barriers to finding a safe place to call home.140 They 
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often express concern about experiencing violence in the home if they 
come out and might leave home early for fear that violence will 
occur.141 Young LGBTI people can have greater difficulty gaining 
access to support services because of discrimination or because staff 
are not adequately trained to be sensitive to the person’s experiences 
and needs.142 In addition, some young people might not feel 
comfortable in youth or family violence refuges as a result of the 
homophobic or transphobic views of other residents.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“A number of parties alerted the Commission to the need for specialist 
services that provide support specifically for LGBTI communities. The 
family violence system has historically focused on women and their 
children, and people outside of heterosexual intimate partnerships 
have been inadequately supported by service providers. This is 
particularly the case with accommodation services. Transgender 
women and gender diverse young people can face specific barriers in 
gaining access to accommodation. This places people at risk and goes 
against the human rights principles that should lie at the heart of our 
society’s response to family violence. At present, there is no statewide 
organisation or centre of expertise that is solely focused on family 
violence services for LBGTI communities. Such organisations or 
centres do exist for other communities who experience barriers in 
finding support for family violence, for example the Aboriginal Family 
Violence Prevention Legal Service Victoria; InTouch Multicultural 
Centre against Family Violence; Seniors Rights Victoria and Women 
with Disabilities Victoria” 
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Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“Specialist LGBTIQ Services In relation to formal sources of support, 
a significant number of participants indicated a need for more 
specialty services for LGBTIQ people experiencing domestic violence. 
It is integral that these services have the resourcing and capacity to 
respond to the varying and unique issues that can arise when 
domestic violence occurs in LGBTIQ relationships. Participants also 
suggested that existing services better promote themselves, reflecting 
on their discovery of many services only after their abusive 
relationship had ended. It is particularly important for LGBTIQ 
services to ensure they have the cultural capacity to provide 
leadership, advocacy, support, intervention and education for people 
who sit outside of the historically dominant narrative of ‘SSDV’ or 
same sex domestic violence. Discourse that perpetuates the myth that 
LGBTIQ domestic violence is interchangeable terminology with same-
gender domestic violence further marginalises and isolates bisexual, 
transgender, gender diverse, intersex and queer identities. Examples: 
‘It would be great to see more mainstream services work to better 
support the GLBTIQ community and deliver support around domestic 
violence.’ ‘Training for staff in mainstream services so that they are 
not homophobic; services that do not assume that all women escaping 
domestic violence are heterosexual and that all perpetrators are men.” 
 
Source: Calling it what it really is 
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Parent Code:  Child Code: Quote: Themes Related to 
Intersectionality 
The need for enhanced access to affordable or free, culturally safe 
counselling services was emphasised by a number of participants. 
Many counselling services have long waiting lists, and require a co-
payment or upfront payment (which could later be refunded by 
Medicare). This can be particularly prohibitive as people experiencing 
or escaping domestic violence commonly experience financial stress, 
and perpetrators may also exercise financial control over their partner 
as a form of abuse. Participants also indicated reluctance to access 
mainstream services due to a belief that counsellors would not 
understand their situation, and may even blame the victim’s sexual 
diversity, gender diversity or intersex status for the abuse. This 
suggests the need for more specialist LGBTIQ counselling services, 
and possibly greater training for mainstream counsellors. A 24-hour 
online counselling service was recurrently recommended by 
participants. Although there is QLife, Australia’s national counselling 
and referral service for LGBTIQ people, the phone contact hours are 
only 5:30 pm – 10:30 pm and it was launched after the survey was 
completed. 
 
Source: Calling it what it really is 
 
Even where participants were able to recognise domestic violence, 
many expressed that they had been unaware of the existence of 
specialist services for LGBTIQ people. This largely resulted in survey 
participants indicating that they had felt 
unsupported, marginalised and powerless to escape domestic 
violence. Those who had 
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accessed mainstream services often found these services had 
difficulties responding appropriately to their experience of domestic 
violence. 
Source: Calling it what it really is 
 
Education: “The Healthy Equal Youth Project funds the Safe Schools Coalition 
Australia, which provides training and resources to schools to become 
free of homophobia and transphobia. There are 490 member schools 
across Australia who work in coalition with partner organisations to 
offer: 
a suite of free resources and support to equip staff and students with 
skills, practical ideas and greater confidence to lead positive change 
and be safe and inclusive for same sex attracted, intersex and gender 
diverse students, staff and families. The training and resources 
provided as part of the program include professional development 
and training for teachers and other school staff. Staff and student 
surveys are accessible online to measure perceptions, knowledge and 
experience, guidance and consultation. There are also printed and 
digital resources for teachers, and resources to support student 
engagement. In a recent United Nations report into school bullying, 
violence and discrimination which covered the Asia-Pacific region, it 
was noted that Australia was the only country in the review that had a 
national whole school program that addresses school bullying, 
violence and discrimination based on sexual orientation, gender 
identity and expression or intersex characteristics” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
Education is an important 
institution to help change 
the narrative and become 
more inclusive 
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“The Commission was informed that promoting education about 
family violence in LGBTI communities and the broader community is 
an important part of preventing family violence.86 Limited 
prevention strategies specific to LGBTI communities exist. Many 
prevention strategies focus solely on heterosexual intimate partner 
relationships.87 Gay and Lesbian Health Victoria submitted that 
‘education initiatives need to be developed and resourced that 
specifically target the LGBTI community’ as ‘[t]he need to address the 
gaps that exist in current prevention education programs available to 
the general community is urgent’.88 This would require increased 
funding of inclusive family violence awareness campaigns and early 
intervention programs.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“Such an education campaign could include running shared 
campaigns between LGBTI and family violence services so as to 
encourage people to make use of family violence services. The 
Stronger Safer Together campaign in Alice Springs was cited as an 
example of a successful campaign.90 It could also include conducting 
targeted education campaigns for family violence services about their 
obligations under anti-discrimination and human rights legislation 
and about working with same–sex attracted and gender diverse 
people. The Commission was also told that there is a need to develop 
legal and non-legal resources for LGBTI communities to support the 
identification and reporting of family violence, along with information 
about safe, LGBTI-accessible sources of support.92 The online 
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resource Another Closet provided by the LGBTIQ Domestic Violence 
Interagency and discussed above was cited as a useful model.93 The 
Commission was also told that education of judges and magistrates 
about family violence in LGBTI communities would ‘improve the 
culture of the justice system, including enhancing the sense of safety, 
confidentiality and respect for those who have experienced 
violence.94 Gay and Lesbian Health Victoria noted that in some cases, 
same–sex partner violence has been treated as less important or less 
serious in nature than heterosexual violence.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“Further education on inclusive language is necessary, and 
acknowledgement and understanding that LGBTIQ communities are 
not homogenous and particularly that people connecting as LGBTIQ 
may or may not be in a same gender relationship. Services must 
ensure they use inclusive, appropriate and affirming language in order 
to welcome transgender, gender diverse and intersex people, and not 
marginalise them further.” 
Source: Calling it what it really is 
 
Location of services: “LIVING on the Sunshine Coast can be quite isolating for members of 
the LGBTI community. We have been scorned and had members of 
our community refused service at cafes and businesses. The Coast's 
population is quite old-fashioned, and we struggle to be heard by 
council in relation to support and resourcing, though they are very 
generous in their support of our festival each year.” 
Peoples access to services 
which can help them. 
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Source: Gay community won't settle for second-best 
 
“In addition to providing practical support, participants 
recommended that services disseminate information to the LGBTIQ 
community to increase awareness of the existence of domestic 
violence, especially within LGBTIQ relationships. It was felt that this 
would have enhanced the individual’s ability to recognise domestic 
violence, and improved the responses they received from friends and 
family. The provision of information on domestic violence and healthy 
relationships to high schools was suggested to be particularly 
important. Reports by survey participants on the lack of specialist 
services in rural and regional areas also confirm what we already 
know about the lack of available services for the LGBTIQ community 
outside of Sydney and key regional centres such as Lismore, 
Newcastle and Wollongong. This provides a strong argument for an 
increase in specialist LGBTIQ services in or near these areas, and 
further building the capacity of mainstream services in these locations 
to support LGBTIQ victims of domestic violence. It also further 
demonstrates the need for services to promote their phone and online 
counselling services in mainstream media, local rural media and on 
appropriate web sites.” 
 
Source: Calling it what it really is 
 
Royal Commission: “There has been little research into family violence in LGBTI 
relationships, in Australia or elsewhere. 
Hidden identities from a 
national level 
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The Australian Bureau of Statistics’ Personal Safety Survey does not 
collect data on lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex 
identity.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
Data Collection “As discussed earlier, family violence in LGBTI communities remains 
poorly understood, partly because of a lack of research and poor data 
collection.96 Data on sexuality is not captured by the Australian 
Bureau of Statistics, Personal Safety Survey, and may also not be 
captured by Victoria Police data. The limited state of research 
regarding the prevalence of family violence in LGBTI communities 
means it is difficult to understand the scope of the problem. 
Consequently, it is difficult to identify appropriate and effective policy 
responses, recognising that these may be different to those that apply 
to heterosexual people. It was suggested to the Commission that one 
of the ways in which this could be addressed would be to improve 
existing data collection systems and mandate the collection of 
information about LGBTI status, type of violence, and outcomes and 
actions in order to refine future service delivery and monitor equality 
performance.97 This would necessitate minor, but important, changes 
to existing forms and processes; for example, the Victoria Police L17 
form should include a field to record ‘other’ gender for transgender or 
intersex people. Other measures could include amending the Family 
Violence Risk Assessment and Risk management Framework (also 
known as the Common Risk Assessment Framework, or the CRAF) to 
incorporate risk assessment indicators for specific communities—
including LGBTI people98—and including LGBTI indicators in the 
Victorian Government’s proposed Family Violence Index. Finally, the 
Commission was told that funding research aimed at gaining a better 
How data is 
organised/collated 
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understanding of the nature and prevalence of and most effective 
responses to family violence in LGBTI communities is key.” 
Source: Calling it what it really is 
 
Government “In 1997 Australia legalised sexual acts between consenting adults of 
any gender (in private). 1997 - yes, that late. In 1996, John Howard 
became Prime Minister. He did his best to ensure the LGBTI 
population remained second class, ensuring their rights were ignored 
and inhibited. In 1996 he reduced the number of inter-dependency 
visas, making migration for same-sex couples more difficult. In 2003, 
after a man was denied a de facto spouse veteran's pension based on 
his 38-year same-sex relationship, the United Nations requested that 
Australia take steps to treat same-sex couples equally. They were 
ignored, with the Attorney General saying the government was not 
bound by the ruling.” 
Source: Gay community won't settle for second-best 
 
“In 2013 Malcolm Turnbull supported a free vote on marriage equality 
in parliament. As we all know, Tony Abbott was a staunch opponent 
of marriage equality, despite having a gay sister who was an advocate 
for equality. In 2016 we are still fighting for equality. And yes, that is 
what it's all about. Not about being content with second best because 
certain members of parliament, certain "Christian" organisations and 
other groups feel that's all we have a right to. The idea of a plebiscite 
on marriage equality is abhorrent to over 85% of the LGBTI 
population; and we celebrate its demise. Why? There are 185 million 
reasons. $185 million that could be much better spent on fighting 
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domestic violence, helping refugees or improving our health and 
education system, just to name a few. It is also non-binding and 
totally unnecessary - a vote in parliament is all that is required; 
exactly as both John Howard did and as Malcolm Turnbull stated. It is 
also divisive and hurtful. There is no justification for putting an entire 
population of people though criticism, insults, violence and public 
discussion on our private lives.” 
Source: Gay community won't settle for second-best 
 
“21 Referral of matters to mediation (1) At any time when considering 
whether to make an apprehended personal violence order or after 
making such an order, a court may refer the protected person and the 
defendant for mediation under the Community Justice Centres Act 
1983. (2) A matter is not to be referred to mediation under this 
section if the court is of the opinion that: (a) there has been a history 
of physical violence to the protected person by the defendant, or (b) 
the protected person has been subjected to conduct by the defendant 
amounting to a personal violence offence, or (c) the protected person 
has been subjected to conduct by the defendant amounting to an 
offence under section 13, or (d) the defendant has engaged in conduct 
amounting to harassment relating to the protected person’s race, 
religion, homosexuality, transgender status, HIV/AIDS infection or 
disability, or (e) there has been a previous attempt at mediation in 
relation to the same matter and the attempt was not successful.” 
 
Crimes (Personal and Domestic) Act 2007 
 
Are Australian Public Discourses on Intimate Partner Violence LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
 
165 
Parent Code:  Child Code: Quote: Themes Related to 
Intersectionality 
“53 Discretion to refuse to issue process in apprehended personal 
violence order matters (1) An authorised officer or a Registrar may, in 
accordance with this section, refuse to issue process where an 
application for an apprehended personal violence order is made 
unless the application was made by a police officer. (2) An authorised 
officer refuses to issue process by deciding not to issue a warrant 
referred to in section 88. (3) A Registrar refuses to issue process by 
deciding not to sign and file an application notice. (4) An authorised 
officer or a Registrar may refuse to issue process if satisfied that the 
application: (a) is frivolous, vexatious, without substance or has no 
reasonable prospect of success, or (b) could be dealt with more 
appropriately by mediation or other alternative dispute resolution. (5) 
Unless satisfied that there are compelling reasons for doing so, an 
authorised officer or a Registrar is not to refuse to issue process if the 
application discloses allegations of any of the following: (a) a personal 
violence offence, (b) an offence under section 13, (c) harassment 
relating to the protected person’s race, religion, homosexuality, 
transgender status, HIV/AIDS infection or disability.” 
 
Crimes (Personal and Domestic) Act 2007 
 
“21C References to de facto partners and de facto relationships (1) 
Meaning of “de facto partner” For the purposes of any Act or 
instrument, a person is the de facto partner of another person 
(whether of the same sex or a different sex) if: (a) the person is in a 
registered relationship or interstate registered relationship with the 
other person within the meaning of the Relationships Register Act 
2010, or (b) the person is in a de facto relationship with the other 
person. (2) Meaning of “de facto relationship” For the purposes of any 
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Act or instrument, a person is in a de facto relationship with another 
person if: (a) they have a relationship as a couple living together, and 
(b) they are not married to one another or related by family. A de 
facto relationship can exist even if one of the persons is legally 
married to someone else or in a registered relationship or interstate 
registered relationship with someone else. (3) Determination of 
“relationship as a couple” In determining whether 2 persons have a 
relationship as a couple for the purposes of subsection (2), all the 
circumstances of the relationship are to be taken into account, 
including any of the following matters that are relevant in a particular 
case: (a) the duration of the relationship, (b) the nature and extent of 
their common residence, (c) whether a sexual relationship exists, (d) 
the degree of financial dependence or interdependence, and any 
arrangements for financial support, between them, (e) the ownership, 
use and acquisition of property, (f) the degree of mutual commitment 
to a shared life,” 
 
NSW Interpretation Act 1987 No 15 
 
“Despite growing awareness in academia, government and the wider 
community, the area of LGBTIQ DFV remains under-researched and 
underexposed, particularly in relation to transgender and intersex 
communities” 
Source: Calling it what it really is 
 
“Family and domestic violence can affect people of any background, 
but research suggests that some individuals and groups are more 
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vulnerable. These include: › Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
Australians, and the situation can also be complicated by other factors 
such as historical trauma › women from culturally and linguistically 
diverse backgrounds, especially newly-arrived immigrants and 
refugees with language barriers › people needing care, such as people 
with disability › people who identify as lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
transgender or intersex › young women, pregnant women and women 
with children, and › people living in remote communities where there 
are fewer or no local supports available.” 
Source: Family and Domestic Violence Strategy 
 
Barriers: Gender & Sexuality: “On May 27, John Howard announced plans to ban same-sex 
marriage in legislation. "We've decided to insert this into the Marriage 
Act to make it very plain that it is our view of a marriage and to also 
make it very plain that the definition of a marriage is something that 
should rest in the hands, ultimately, of the Parliament of the nation," 
he told journalists. "(Marriage should) not over time be subject to 
redefinition or change by courts, it is something that ought to be 
expressed through elected representatives of the country." The bill, 
introduced on June 24, introduced marriage as "the union of a man 
and a woman to the exclusion of all other, voluntarily entered into for 
life" and explicitly stated that international same-sex marriages were 
not valid in Australia. On August 16 the bill was passed.” 
 
Source: Gay community won't settle for second-best 
 
The level of inclusiveness 
in Australian society 
towards gender and sexual 
diversity. 
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“In discussing the experiences of people in LGBTI communities, the 
Commission recognises that there are both diverse sexualities and 
gender identities. Sexuality is about a person being attracted to a 
person. Gay and lesbian people are attracted to people of the same 
sex, while bisexual people are attracted to people of a variety of sexes. 
Gender identity is about whether someone identifies as a woman, man 
or another form of gender identity. A transgender person is someone 
who was assigned a sex at birth that they do not feel reflects how they 
understand their gender identity. An intersex person is described by 
the Sex Discrimination Act 1984 (Cth) as someone with physical, 
hormonal or genetic features that are considered neither wholly 
female or wholly male, are a combination of female or male or are 
neither female or male.1 Others define an intersex person to be 
someone ‘born with physical sex characteristics that don’t fit medical 
norms for female or male bodies.’2 A person can identify as a gay, 
lesbian or bisexual (sexuality), as well as transgender or intersex 
(gender identity).” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“Australian research data has identified high incidences of intimate 
partner violence experienced by transgender and intersex people as 
compared to non-transgender and non-intersex gay, lesbian and 
bisexual people.28 The Commission heard that transgender people 
experience higher levels of violence in their lives than lesbian, gay and 
bisexual people. Transgender women, in particular, are at greater risk 
of hate crime and sexual assault than others in the LGBTI 
community.” 
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Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“Little information is available about the experiences of intersex 
Australians who suffer family violence, but anecdotal evidence 
suggests that, because of society’s poor understanding of intersex 
people and the associated social stigma, such people are highly 
vulnerable to discrimination and family violence.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“Defining domestic and family violence in LGBTIQ communities as 
‘same-sex domestic violence’ conflates sexuality with gender identity 
and means that transgender, gender diverse and intersex people 
might miss education, prevention and early intervention approaches. 
A heterosexual or straight identity is not the opposite of, or mutually 
exclusive of being LGBTIQ as many transgender, gender diverse and 
intersex people can and do identify as heterosexual or straight.” 
Source: Calling it what it really is 
 
Reporting: “The research centre's submission to the Royal Commission into 
Family Violence said too many abuse victims in the lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, transgender and intersex (LGBTI) community suffer in 
isolation” 
 
Issues in terms of 
reporting IPV within 
LGBTIQ relationships 
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Source: Support services fail to provide for special needs 
 
Advocacy: “Why is White Ribbon Australia being allowed to make the erroneous 
statement "We stop violence at the source and the source is men"? 
Which politician will take this issue on in Australia? Who will stand 
up and say we must tackle domestic violence effectively -- starting 
with unbiased research, not anti-men policy?” 
 
Source: THE VIOLENT TRUTH - MEN ARE ALSO ABUSE 
VICTIMS 
 
“Training for Mainstream Services Many respondents stated that they 
would be happy to access a mainstream service if it was respectful and 
open to working with LGBTIQ communities. This could be as simple 
as having culturally specific posters and pamphlets in a waiting room, 
participating in ACON’s LGBTI Safe Place Program, hosting relevant 
information on a website, and building the capacity of the service 
workers through workplace training and development” 
Source: Calling it what it really is 
 
“In 2011, the Council of Australian Governments (COAG) endorsed 
The National Plan to Reduce Violence against Women and their 
Children 2010–2022 (the National Plan). The National Plan provides 
a coordinated framework to improve the scope, focus and the 
effectiveness of the government’s actions, ensuring women and their 
children receive the support and information they need. This task is 
The incorrect utilisation of 
advocacy agents who 
perpetuate or hinder the 
levels of inclusiveness. 
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being implemented through four three-year plans: › The First Action 
Plan: Building a Strong Foundation 2010–2013 sets the path for long-
term change. A number of initiatives have been established to 
support, and help reduce violence against women and their children 
including Australia’s National Research Organisation for Women’s 
Safety (ANROWS), Our Watch, The Line social marketing campaign 
and 1800RESPECT. › The Second Action Plan: Moving Ahead 2013–
2016 (the Second Action Plan), will strengthen linkages with other 
significant national reforms to drive a holistic response to reducing 
violence against women and their children. It includes strategies to 
support people who may be more vulnerable to violence, such as 
Indigenous women and women with disabilities, as well as those from 
culturally and linguistically diverse backgrounds. The Second Action 
Plan also aims to improve responses for those who use violence so 
that women are safe. › The Third Action Plan: Promising Results is 
planned for 2016–2019. › 
The Fourth Action Plan: Turning the Corner is planned for 2019–
2022. In 2015, COAG agreed that further action was urgently needed, 
identifying three priority areas of work: › a National Domestic 
Violence Order (DVO) national law model › national standards to 
ensure those who use violence are held to account at the same 
standard across Australia, and › strategies to keep women safe from 
technology-facilitated abuse. An Advisory Panel was also established 
by COAG to help ensure that collaborative approaches are working 
and to identify areas for further national leadership. The panel is 
guiding COAG on practical ways to address family and domestic 
violence, including the future direction of the National Plan.” 
 
Source: Family and Domestic Violence Strategy 
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“The department is responsible for delivering a range of health, social 
and welfare payments and services through Medicare, Centrelink and 
Child Support programs for the Australian Government. The 
department interacts with almost every Australian at some point in 
their lives and employs around 35 000 staff, more than 70 per cent of 
whom are women.” 
 
Source: Family and Domestic Violence Strategy 
 
Policing “Police data reveals that of the 65,154 family violence incidences 
recorded in 2013 to 2014101 there were 741 recorded family violence 
incidents in which the parties were in a current or former same–sex 
relationship. The Commission was told that LGBTI communities have 
a deep historical mistrust of the police and the legal system.103 The 
past criminalisation of homosexuality has contributed to this 
mistrust,104 which can lead to a reluctance in LGBTI communities to 
report violence.105 We heard that this is especially the case among 
older members of LGBTI communities.106 In one survey, more than 
half the respondents who cited homophobia and heterosexism as 
barriers to reporting referred to difficulties with the police. A large 
number cited fear of the police engaging in ‘hetero male ridicule’ or 
said the police would make their gender history public, out them to 
their parents, or be indifferent to the specific needs of LGBTI 
people.107 The Commission was also told of examples of family 
violence where the police did not realise the people involved were in a 
relationship: 
How does policing 
benefit/hinder the issue of 
reporting  
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Police in an outer metropolitan Melbourne suburb received a call-out 
from neighbours to attend what sounds like a violent argument in the 
flat next door. When they arrived they found two men inside the flat. 
The men appeared to the police to be flatmates … They were assured 
by the taller man that the two men had simply had an argument about 
something trivial but that it was all over. Later that night the same 
police were called to the local hospital’s Emergency Department to 
discover the shorter man had been severely beaten and was being 
moved to the ICU with serious injuries. On investigation it was 
confirmed that the two men had been in a relationship for some years. 
One of the attending officers reflected with great regret that, on 
arrival at the flat, they did not implement the standard procedure in 
relation to suspected domestic violence, which required that the two 
people involved be interviewed separately to ascertain if they felt safe. 
He recognised that he did not entertain the idea of the men as a gay 
couple at the time.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“An LGBTI worker participating in one of the Commission’s 
community consultations said that police ‘don’t ever’ identify a 
situation as family violence when it involves a same–sex relationship 
and that ‘there’s a lot of assumptions and stereotypes’. Another 
participant in the consultation commented that ‘some police stations 
respond well [to LGBTI family violence incidents] where there has 
been training. In recent years, Victoria Police has sought to build trust 
between police and LGBTI communities. The establishment of the 
Police LGBTIQ Portfolio Reference Group and the implementation of 
a network of gay and lesbian liaison officers, along with important 
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symbolic efforts, have had an important cultural impact in the 
organisation.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
 
“Gay and Lesbian Health Victoria submitted: 
The role of [gay and lesbian liaison officers] is critical for those who 
wish to report family violence. However, their numbers and their 
availability are somewhat limited. It is therefore critical that training 
on family violence [is] provided to both new recruits and current 
VicPol staff incorporates issues relevant to the LGBTI community. 
During its consultations the Commission was told that some gay and 
lesbian liaison officers were more effective than others. The Victoria 
Police Code of Practice for the Investigation of Family Violence 
currently recognises that same–sex intimate partner abuse may 
involve: threatening to out their partner or someone for whom their 
partner cares (for example, a friend) telling their partner that no one 
will help them as the police and the justice system are homophobic 
telling a partner that they will not be believed because homosexuals 
do not abuse their lovers telling a partner that they deserve it because 
they are homosexual telling a partner that they are not a ‘real’ 
homosexual withholding of medication for those transitioning to 
another gender.113 Victoria Police recommended that the CRAF be 
updated ‘to reflect the range of relationships, harms and risks now 
under the definition of family violence’. This includes incorporating 
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risk assessment indicators for specific communities in the framework, 
including for LGBTI people.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“The Commission heard that there was support for training to be 
made available to police so that they could more effectively respond to 
family violence experienced by LGBTI people.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“The decision not to report was motivated by several factors, 
including fear of police, a concern that they would not be believed or 
treated with dignity, and a view that the abuse was not serious enough 
to report. This was particularly common amongst transgender, gender 
diverse and intersex respondents. These barriers to reporting need to 
be addressed with urgency by the NSW Police Force” 
 
Source: Calling it what it really is 
 
“Despite this, many victims of domestic violence in LGBTIQ 
relationships may feel uncomfortable with, or even scared of, 
reporting abuse to the NSW Police Force. As a consequence, the 
reporting rate for domestic violence in LGBTIQ relationships is 
believed to be very low.” 
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Source: Calling it what it really is 
 
Societal 
Portrayal: 
Positive: “Artist Melanie Dowling hopes her upcoming exhibition will dispel the 
commonly held view domestic violence occurs only in heterosexual 
relationships. Ms Dowling spent close to a decade working in front-
line services in various ACT refuges for women and children escaping 
violence. But it was after she experienced violence in her own life that 
she felt compelled to speak out and challenge the stereotypes about 
the types of relationships in which violence occurs. "Intimate partner 
violence is generally considered between male and female, but 
unfortunately domestic violence is within all communities," Ms 
Dowling said. "A lot of the statistics gathered for reporting are based 
on gender only, and not on sexuality or relationship status. But if we 
don't ask the question therein lies the issue." 
Source: Shining a light on same-sex abuse 
 
 
The acceptance that IPV 
can occur outside of a 
heterosexual relationship 
Negative: "It is predominantly women or women with children who become 
homeless due to domestic violence." 
Source: Does Mudgee have a homelessness problem%3F 
 
“Sexual freedom, equal acceptance of their lifestyle and an agenda to 
re-make Western society are behind activists' push for same sex 
'marriage'. Every society in history that has allowed unbridled 
sexuality has disintegrated. Gender dysphoria, the latest trend, based 
on whatever gender I feel I am, is mutilating hundreds of our young. 
The negative barricades 
reinforcing heterosexist 
attitudes. Disregarding 
such things as the dark 
figure of crime.  
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Biologically every cell in the body is either male or female and 
changing gender is impossible. If same sex 'marriage' is legalised, it 
will be an offence not to address a person by their chosen gender - all 
102 of them and counting!” 
 
Source: IMPOSSIBLE TO CHANGE GENDER 
 
“Multitudes still practice sexual self-control. That's the difference 
between animals with instinct and humans with reason and 
responsibility.” 
Source: IMPOSSIBLE TO CHANGE GENDER 
 
“Same sex 'marriage' is a horrific brave new world of personal pain, 
political tyranny and persecution if we don't buy it. Bring on a 
plebiscite!” 
Source: IMPOSSIBLE TO CHANGE GENDER 
 
“Medical facts demonstrate that homosexuality, lesbianism and 
transgenderism are relationships with more disease, domestic 
violence, drug abuse, mental health problems and suicide than 
marriage between a man and a woman. LGBTIQ studies confirm this.” 
Source: IMPOSSIBLE TO CHANGE GENDER 
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“The Commission was told that while attitudes are gradually 
changing, discrimination towards LGBTI people is still prevalent. Gay 
and Lesbian Health Victoria told us that: 
...Recent research indicates that, while Australians’ attitudes to sexual 
diversity have improved in the last ten years, still 1 in 8 women and 1 
in 4 men think sex between two men is ‘always wrong’, and 1 in 6 men 
and 1 in 8 women think sex between two women is always wrong.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“For many reasons, it is often difficult for a person experiencing 
domestic violence to seek support, information or advice. For LGBTIQ 
people, barriers and deterrents to access support can be even greater 
in number and impact. This is partly attributable to widespread 
misconceptions surrounding domestic violence and specifically 
LGBTIQ domestic violence, the limited existence and promotion of 
specialist LGBTIQ services, and the ongoing discrimination and 
marginalisation of LGBTIQ communities.” 
 
Source: Calling it what it really is 
 
“For LGBTIQ people, the challenge is heightened due to the dominant 
cisgender heterosexual discourse in domestic violence campaigns, 
publications and literature, and enduring ignorance towards domestic 
violence in relationships involving same gender attracted, 
transgender, gender diverse and intersex people.”  
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Source: Calling it what it really is 
 
Comparison: "There are some groups that we know are more vulnerable than 
others, in particular, young people, aboriginal people, someone who's 
pregnant and young people who identify as LGBT." 
 
Source: Does Mudgee have a homelessness problem 
 
“ACON President Mark Orr says the new funding acknowledges the 
specific challenges that the LGBTI community faces in relation to 
DFV. "While DFV in the LGBTI community mirrors the types and 
levels of DFV in the broader community, there are some unique 
aspects experienced by LGBTI people," Mr Orr says. "DFV in the 
LGBTI community doesn't always look the same as in heterosexual 
relationships, and so LGBTI people don't always recognise it. Also, the 
language and framework used around this issue and much of the 
media publicity also relates to heterosexual relationships, making 
violence in homosexual relationships invisible.” 
 
Source: Media Release ACON 
 
“Members of LGBTI communities can experience the same forms of 
family violence as the general population. For example, family 
violence in gay and lesbian relationships, as in heterosexual 
When we compare victims 
of IPV, society maintains a 
dichotomy    
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relationships, ranges from physical or sexual violence to 
psychological, emotional or economic abuse. Like family violence in 
heterosexual relationships, family violence in gay and lesbian 
relationships can include a pattern of behaviour, involving one 
partner using and maintaining power and control over the other.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“We recognise that both men and women can use violence. However, 
the majority of violence in Australia is perpetrated by men against 
women.” 
 
Source: Family and Domestic Violence Strategy 
 
Discourse: Inclusiveness: “The commission's report, released on Wednesday, explained violence 
occurred in both heterosexual and homosexual relationships, with the 
rate of intimate partner abuse perpetrated on transgender people 
likely to be even higher.” 
 
Source: Stop LGBTI violence  
 
“Bendigo Community Health Services chief executive Kim Sykes said 
the report's inclusiveness was one of its strengths. "Whilst recognising 
this violence is generally focused on women, and the perpetrator is 
usually a man, it acknowledged that is not a universal truth," Ms 
Despite some adversity, 
individuals at different 
levels are slowly becoming 
more inclusive.  
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Sykes said. "It says that no matter who you are, you deserve respect 
and to be treated respectfully." 
Source: Stop LGBTI violence 
 
“The royal commission explained LGBTI people could experience 
different types of violence than heterosexuals, like threats of having 
their sexuality or HIV status disclosed or having HIV medication 
withheld. But the commission also said there were significant barriers 
to reporting violence for LGBTI victims, with both real and 
perceived discrimination against the queer community still common.” 
Source: Stop LGBTI violence 
 
 “It recommended support services better equip their staff with the 
skills needed to assist LGBTI people and acquire "rainbow tick" 
qualification before the end of 2018.” 
Source: Stop LGBTI violence 
 
“Last year, Swedish politician and proud feminist Eva Solberg rejected 
her government's strategy to combat domestic violence because it 
focused on gender bias. Attempting to teach men and boys how to 
behave will never solve domestic violence. 
"We know through extensive practice and experience that attempts to 
solve the issue through this kind of analysis have failed," Solberg 
wrote on Nyheter24 website. "They failed precisely because violence is 
not and never has been a gender issue." Damaging current narrative 
has constructed barriers and created what are often referred to as 
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"silent groups" -- men, lesbians, gay and bisexual, transgender, 
disabled, elderly, ethnic and cultural minorities. Many people know 
gendered domestic violence is a money-making myth that needs 
exposing -- it's a question of when.” 
 
Source: THE VIOLENT TRUTH - MEN ARE ALSO ABUSE 
VICTIMS 
 
“I do believe things are slowly changing for the better and our 
organisation, as well as many other community groups, are working 
closely together to create a more inclusive region.” 
 
Source: Gay community won't settle for second-best 
 
“And equality is a right that everyone should enjoy; regardless of 
sexuality, gender identity, race, culture, religion or creed.” 
 
Source: Gay community won't settle for second-best 
 
“Ms Dowling said more needed to be done to address the lack of 
specialist services for members of the lesbian, gay, bisexual, 
transgender, inter-sexed, queer or questioning community. "We are in 
a massive accommodation crisis and have been since I last worked in 
the sector in 2008." 
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Source: Shining a light on same-sex abuse 
 
“Various submissions identified useful programs for helping 
implement LGBTI-inclusive policies, principles and practices. One 
option is to devise training packages that help organisations develop 
their practice and so ensure a safe and inclusive service for LGBTI 
people. The How2Program, run by Gay and Lesbian Health Victoria, 
is a good example of this. Another option is for service providers to 
become accredited Rainbow Tick organisations. Services that receive 
the Rainbow Tick are listed in a national register of LGBTI-accredited 
organisations. Apart from being a promotional tool, this initiative 
offers a structured, practical approach to helping organisations be 
more inclusive and responsive. Achieving such accreditation would, 
however, consume resources in an already overstretched service 
system. In the Commission’s view, additional funding should be 
provided to enable family violence organisations to achieve this 
accreditation. Further, the Commission considers that the whole-of-
government LGBTI Taskforce should play an advisory role in the 
Commission’s recommended review of the standards for family 
violence service providers (including men’s behaviour change 
programs) and should also inform the revised policy and practice 
frameworks that will be required to establish the Commission’s 
recommended Support and Safety Hubs (Chapter 13). Similarly, 
learning and development around family violence for universal 
services, judiciary and police (including family violence risk 
assessment) will need to include a strong focus on family violence 
experienced by LGBTI communities and the principles of inclusive 
practice with these communities.” 
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Royal Commission Victoria 
 
 
Marginalisation: "We must begin to recognise the fact that domestic violence, in at 
least half of its occurrence, is carried out by female perpetrators. 
Otherwise, our efforts to protect the most vulnerable among us, the 
children, will never become more than just an aspiration. We will 
continue to fail in the attempt to help families break the destructive 
pattern." 
 
Source: THE VIOLENT TRUTH - MEN ARE ALSO ABUSE 
VICTIMS 
 
“Aboriginal people can experience family violence that is informed by 
both race and sexuality: Indigenous Victorians witness or experience 
high[er] levels of family violence within their own communities than 
the general population as well as racially-based violence from the 
broader community. For those who identify as Indigenous and LGBTI 
the effects of this exposure [to] violence can be compounded by 
violence that might occur in their own partner relationships or be 
directed towards them by family members because of their sexuality 
or gender identity.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
Other marginalised groups 
are also gaining 
recognition of not being 
considered as victims of 
IPV. 
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“The Commission heard that LGBTI people from culturally and 
linguistically diverse communities can be subject to prejudice on the 
part of family members who have cultural or religious objections to 
their sexuality or gender identification: More recently arrived migrant 
groups and refugee communities often come from countries where 
homosexuality remains a criminal offence punishable by 
imprisonment (79 countries) or death (in 9 countries including Iran, 
Iraq, Somalia and Sudan) … Lesbian, gay, bisexual and trans* people 
within such families can be at significant risk in terms of their loss of 
liberty and personal safety … LGB individuals have reported 
situations where family have physically assaulted them, locked them 
in their rooms, confiscated their bankcards and mobile phones, 
refused access to more sympathetic family members, and been 
subjected to ‘interventions’ by community elders.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“Older lesbian, gay and bisexual people also face particular risks and 
mainstream understandings of elder abuse and family violence may 
not be attuned to these risks: The vast majority of older LGBT people 
have experienced a long-life history of social exclusion, family 
rejection, community-sanctioned violence and discrimination, and in 
some cases for men, a criminal record for having consensual adult sex. 
As they move into their final decades of life, their increasing 
vulnerability and frailty leaves them exposed to emotional and 
economic abuse, social isolation and physical violence perpetrated by 
family members and carers. After a life-long habitual need to conceal 
their sexual identities, older lesbian and gay people can be particularly 
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vulnerable to violence from family members who threaten to ‘out’ 
them.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“Older transgender people can be extremely vulnerable: 
Most older trans* people have only had the opportunity to transition 
when they reached their 50s and 60s and many are estranged from 
their parents, siblings and children because of their transition. 
Consequently, there are genuine concerns (founded in stories of what 
has happened to other trans* people), that family members will re-
enter their lives as they become frail and dependant, and attempt to 
reverse their gender change process by controlling their medication, 
their income and their lives.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“LGBTI people living in rural, regional and remote areas can also be 
at risk of further marginalisation as a result of social isolation, 
homophobia and transphobia51 and a lack of appropriate support 
services.52 Ms Anna Brown, Co-convenor of the Victorian Gay & 
Lesbian Rights Lobby, gave evidence that: 
… we do have some very limited specialist LGBTI providers or 
mainstream providers with some LGBTI understanding and 
competency in the metro areas, very, very limited as set out in the 
submissions. But this obviously is deeply lacking when it comes to 
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regional and rural Victoria and also in those areas that’s coupled with 
the real likelihood of higher rates of discrimination, homophobia and 
transphobia and more likely that LGBTI people will be in the closet 
and fearful of seeking help. So those experiences are very much 
compounded in those geographical areas.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“The apparent relationship between gender and the exertion of sexual 
pressure may reflect several factors. In particular, discourses around 
masculinity and sexuality, which suggest that men (particularly gay 
men) are always interested in sex may cause some men to feel they 
have a ‘right’ to exert pressure on their partner to engage in sexual 
activities. These discourses may also prevent some men from speaking 
out when they feel coerced to engage in sexual activity, and cause 
them to blame themselves for their partner’s abuse” 
 
Source: Calling it what it really is 
 
Invisibility: “Domestic violence rates among gay, lesbian and transgender 
Victorians mirror the broader community but support services are not 
equipped to provide adequate help, a leading research centre has 
reported.” 
Source: Support services fail to provide for special needs 
 
Other victims remain 
invisible despite research 
which shows the rates of 
victimhood are similar 
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“The research centre's submission to the Royal Commission into 
Family Violence said too many abuse victims in the lesbian, gay, 
bisexual, transgender and intersex (LGBTI) community suffer in 
isolation” 
Source: Support services fail to provide for special needs 
 
“The Victorian Gay & Lesbian Rights Lobby argued that LGBTI 
communities are rendered invisible in awareness campaigns and that 
this limits recognition of family violence among LGBTI communities 
and acts as a barrier to reporting. The Commission heard that 
community awareness of family violence usually involves the 
assumption that violence is invariably perpetrated by heterosexual 
men against heterosexual women and therefore the majority of 
intimate partner violence discourse is constructed according to 
gendered assumptions and ‘heteronormativity’ (the assumption of 
heterosexuality). Moreover, ‘misconceptions exist which suggest that 
those who perpetrate domestic violence must be men, or ‘butches’ and 
those who are victims of domestic violence must be women or 
‘femmes’, essentially emulating assumptions about domestic violence 
in heterosexual relationships.’ These misconceptions contribute to the 
hesitancy of people in same–sex relationships to disclose family 
violence, ‘mask the reality of same–sex domestic violence’ and also 
fail ‘to account for the complexities arising in same–sex 
relationships.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
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“Family violence in lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender and intersex 
communities is under-reported and not well understood. It is an 
invisible problem within both the broader community and the family 
violence system.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
Vulnerability: “Submission author Philomena Horsley said threats of shaming or 
"outing" of homosexual and transgender people by a partner or family 
member was still a common example of abuse.” 
 
Source: Support services fail to provide for special needs 
 
“WHEN Koby Bunney fled a physically, emotionally, and verbally 
abusive relationship he ended up in a homeless shelter. There was 
nowhere else for a homosexual man fleeing a violent relationship to 
go, he said.” 
 
Source: LGBTI activists shares horror violence story 
 
“Mr Bunney says years of torment left him estranged and isolated 
from his family and friends” 
 
These marginalised 
individuals experience 
multiple layers of 
vulnerabilities which 
further perpetuate the 
issue of them coming 
forward 
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Source: LGBTI activists shares horror violence story 
 
“Because of this many LGBTI people suffer in isolation and don't feel 
comfortable to report abuse or seek help from support services." Mr 
Orr says that for many victims there is also the added fear that the 
abusive partner will 'out' them to family, friends, or work colleagues, 
or reveal their HIV status. He says homophobic violence within 
families is also major problem. "Due to entrenched homophobia, 
LGBTI people are often at greater risk than heterosexual people from 
abuse, harassment and violence from family members such as 
parents, siblings and children." 
 
Source: Media Release ACON 
 
“IPV assessment is very specialist to understand both sex and gender 
identity issues and identify victim, perpetrator in relationships where 
clinically we see high rates of mutual violence. This tends to be 
common in LGBTIQ couples where both experience or have histories 
of child abuse, victimisation and bullying, lack of family supports, 
difficult experienced of coming out or gender affirmation/disclosure 
and lack of supports.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“The Commission was told this was a particular problem in 
relationships between gay men, who might see family violence as 
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something that happens to heterosexual women. Even if the violence 
is identified as family violence, there is a degree of shame associated 
with being a male victim of family violence.77 As one commentator 
has noted, ‘The lack of resources available for men in same–sex 
relationships mirrors the societal belief that abuse is something that 
only happens to heterosexual women’.78 One submission to the 
Commission commented on the lack of understanding and support in 
relation to family violence in the gay community: For gay men who 
are subjected to family violence, they will often be met with disbelief 
by others in the gay community or at worse disparaged. The reason 
for this I think is that the issue of family violence within gay 
relationships isn’t discussed or raised prominently. This has the 
potential to reinforce that family violence within a gay relationship 
doesn’t exist. Subsequently, when it does occur, the victim is less 
likely to disclose, thinking that he won’t be believed or that the 
disclosure will be actively dismissed. Community education and 
awareness raising has a vital role to play in breaking down this 
response and reinforcing that family violence within gay relationships 
is unacceptable and that there is help available for those who are 
being abused or mistreated.” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
 
Reporting: "As a result of stigma and discrimination, many LGBTI people have a 
fundamental distrust of mainstream services, as well as the police and 
justice system, and in many cases LGBTI specific services or resources 
simply don't exist or aren't appropriate." "Our new DFV strategy aims 
Reporting becomes a 
barrier as equal 
recognition is not granted.  
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to address all these issues by ensuring our work over the next over 
years is evidence based, outcome focussed, and coordinated with our 
government and community partners. It also details how we will use 
our strengths in health promotion and social marketing to reduce 
DFV, increase awareness and reporting, and ensure that LGBTI 
people experiencing violence have access to appropriate services and 
support." 
 
Source: Media Release ACON 
 
“If you're genuine about understanding domestic violence, take a look 
at the world's largest, rigorously evidence-based database from 
Partner Abuse State of Knowledge (PASK); 2657 pages with 
summaries of 1700 peer reviewed studies. Damaging current 
narrative has constructed barriers and created what are often referred 
to as "silent groups" -- men, lesbians, gay and bisexual, transgender, 
disabled, elderly, ethnic and cultural minorities.” 
 
Source: THE VIOLENT TRUTH - MEN ARE ALSO ABUSE 
VICTIMS 
 Discrimination “Faith-based organisations play an important role in the delivery of 
services such as crisis accommodation, counselling and health 
services, all of which are essential for victims escaping and recovering 
from family violence.153 Many of these organisations receive 
government funding to deliver such services. Section 84 of the Equal 
Opportunity Act 2010 (Vic) allows a person to discriminate on the 
basis of another person’s religious belief or activity, sex, sexual 
Australian society 
continues to present 
discrimination reinforcing 
the dominate 
heteronormative 
framework, 
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orientation, lawful sexual activity, marital status, parental status or 
gender identity if the discrimination is reasonably necessary in order 
for the person to comply with the doctrines, beliefs or principles of 
their religion” 
 
Royal Commission Victoria 
 
“Section 60 of the Equal Opportunity Act allows providers of 
accommodation in a hostel or similar institution to discriminate on 
the basis of sex, age, race or religious belief if the institution was 
established wholly or mainly for the welfare of a particular sex, age, 
race or religious belief. The Act does not define ‘sex’. It could be 
interpreted narrowly to assume that sex is binary (that is, either male 
or female) and/or that sex refers to the biological birth sex, rather 
than a broader concept of ‘gender identity’. As discussed, the 
definition of ‘gender identity’ as the law stands could also be 
interpreted to assume that sex is binary. Therefore, if a family 
violence refuge is established for women it might be possible for it to 
lawfully discriminate against a pre-operative transgender woman who 
is biologically male (even if she has affirmed her gender in accordance 
with the Act, for example, by living or seeking to live as a woman) or 
an intersex person (depending on their biological characteristics). 
Accordingly, even if a transgender woman has lived in her affirmed 
gender for decades, if she has not had gender re-assignment surgery, 
it may be lawful to refuse her refuge accommodation. In contrast, it 
would not be possible to lawfully discriminate against a pre-operative 
transgender man who was biologically a woman, even if he was living 
his affirmed gender as a man.” 
Are Australian Public Discourses on Intimate Partner Violence LGBTIQ Inclusive? 
 
194 
Parent Code:  Child Code: Quote: Themes Related to 
Intersectionality 
Royal Commission Victoria 
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